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Statutory Ordersand Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(Other than the Ministry of Defence) 


l^lcbmd 

( <t. i Wcft afir f^wi) 

13 W^, 2008 

31T. 574.—^^ ^ nflFlTTffecn, 

1973 (1974^T3lf#m-R. 2)^VRI24^^-Vro (8) 
^Tf "Sl^ ^ ^ l7®fcT <3^ 

"^IFIlcni "4* ^ sflt R^Mi. 'hi'sRid 

T^i ^ ^ 

^ stM', 3T8t^ 

3^^ TTm# ^ Tsg 'A' Udldd ^ ^ 

3TfiFftaRi ^ Rf^ I" I 

[U 225/21/2006-1^^-11] 
3I^>RT, 3T^ <riRiq 

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC GRIEVANCES 
AND PENSIONS 

(Department of Personnel and Training) 

New Delhi, the I3th March, 2008 
S. O. 574.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the provisions of sub-section (8) of Section 24 of the Code 
of Criminal Procedure, 1973 (Act No. 2 of 1974), the Central 
Government hereby appoints Shri M. V. S. Namboothiiy, 
Advocate and Retainer Counsel of Central Bureau of 


Investigation, in the Kerala High Court at Cochin as Special 
Public Prosecutor, for conducting prosecution, appeals, 
revisions or other matters arising out of the cases 
investigated by the Delhi Special Police Establishment in. 
the aforesaid High Court, 

[No. 225/21/2006-AVD-ll] 
CHANDRA PRAKASH, Under Secy. 

chNfir R, 31T^ 

^3F13T, 4 2008 

■R. 16/2007-08 

31T. 575.—3TFT^ IWT, 1962 ^ IWT 2 Tit 'q ^ 
Wlk 3ira^3Tf^Rm, 1961 (1961 
10 ^ (23 Tit) ^ (vi) ^ 31^ 

31% ^ 3TT^ 3TT^, 

^ 2003-043TF1 ^ ^ ^ 

TrfriRf, ■3PT^” ^ f 1 

RFT TfRlRf fWT. 1962 ^ iWT 2 ^ 

•^TT«r ^13^ ^IFT^R arfqfWT, 1961 VRI 10 ^ 

(23 #) ^ ^*1KI (vi) ^ ^ 31^ ^ ^ I 

[sFW :‘g3n3n/3T3n3n/(7RRFl)/^10(23#)(vi)/07-08] 
■QTR. "Rt. 3 ifi^ 3r^ 


8 8;5 01/2008 


(1177) 
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OFFFIC$ OF THEGHIEF CXJMMISSIONER OF 
INCOME-TAX 


Jaipur, the 4th March, 2008 


No. 16/2007-08 


S. O. 

sub-cjiause (>|i 

tax Aict, 196 

( 

tax Rjjles, 
hereby apprcj 
Sami^i, 
2003h04 andj 


196: 


^75.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
i) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income- 
1| (43 of 1961) read with rule 2CA of the Income- 
2 the Chief Commissioner of Income-tax, Jaipur 
ves “Shri Jain Shwetamber Terapanthi Shiksha 
” for the purpose of said Section for the A. Y. 
onwards. 


Provi4ed that the society conforms to and complies 
with jthe projvisions of sub-clause (vi) of clause (23C) of 
Sectibn 10 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 read with rule 2CA 
oftheincomf-tax Rules, 1962. 


[No. CCIT/JPR/ADDL-C1T( Coord.)/ 
; 10(23CXvi)/2007-08] 

S. G. KAPIL, Chief Commissioner of Income-tax 


' 

* (TRIFT ■feWT) 

( ^ ^ ) 

M 5 2008 

___ ^ - r _ A - ■■ ■ -jv A - 

576.—^ i<ci\SKl 

Pl4HNdl, lp62 ^ 5^ 5^ ^ 

^5!T TifOT 3Tfqf^. 1961 (3^ ^ 

35^^WTt(l) (ii) 1-4-2007 

■'TiR 

^ fHHfdrtsId ?mf 3TtfN 4 

^ Jim' ^ 3ljH\f4'cf 

"t, HiHd:- 

(i) 'd'ud'l ^ y<rTl tlfVt 'SMqVl 

^ fch^l ■sntJTTT ; 

(ii) 3T^ sM • 

trpqff^ wii ^ 4 

(iii) ^ 

IgRI "RIRT Tft^ ^ 'HSfKf 4 3T^ 73TfTf TtiOl 
3T^^TR ^ ^ TTf^ ^ 

^ 37fqf^ 288 ^ ^ ^ (2) 
4 •?T81T qU'HlRld c^tslI+K 4 
^3mt ^ 

^ 139^^ ^ (1) 

■33PT [qq^^jD TfTcT 

■gRT tHr^ipMci 

TTTR^'4'^ 3^1^ 
Sii^cKi 3T«T^ 3iiqet5< FiAvr4> ^ <^411 ; 


(iv) ^ 171RT 

TT*JT tlFft ’4jT 3RRT 3fR 

#srr ^ ^ 

^RT 'H^^iPhci [44<^I '4iI' ■ytn li<'^d '^4li I 

2. TR^ 

WT :- 

(^) 1 ^■jT-'terTr (iii) 4 3p^P^d 

^ "d# T#9T; 3T^ 

(t^) 'h\^\'~b 1 (iii) R dPetrlPteid 

#srr •#: 

(R) ^<lill9> 1 (iv) ^dPcTiP^^d^lfd'^ 

3T^VPT ■RTRT RR y^qd ^ '4>T SiMdl 

[qq^'^i "SR^ 

(R) arqRT ^ ^ 

■SfFR RFTf ^^TTTRTT; 

(^^) fRTRTR# ^ fro 5R 3^ 5^ ^ T[f3^ 

^ ^ ^ 35 ^ ^^JRl (1) ^ 

(ii) TTIR^TR) ■?TTI rT?n 

RTcTd I 

[3Tf^Rj;ERTU 31/2008/Rn. 4. 203/42/2007-3 T]!rT,K-I1 ] 

wi, mi 7#ra 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

(CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES) 

New Delhi, the 5th March, 2008 

S. O. 576.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organization Society for Welfare of 
the Handicapped Persons, Durgapur, West Bengal has been 
approved by the Central Government for the purpose of 
clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of Section 3 5 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (said Act), read with Rules 5C and 5E of the 
Income-tax, 1962 (said Rules), with effect from 1-4-2007 in 
the category of ‘other institution’, partly engaged in 
research activities subject to the following conditions, 
namely:- 

(i) The sums paid to the approved organization 
shall be utilized for scientific research: 

(ii) The approved organization shall carry out 
scientific research through its faculty meinbers 
or its enrolled students; 

(iii) The approved organization shall maintain 
separate books of accounts in respect ol' the 
sums received by it for scientific research, 
reflect therein the amounts used for cano ing 
out research, get such books audited b\ an 
accountant as defined in the explanation to 
sub-section (2) of Section 288 of the said .Act 









22,2008/^ 2, 1930 


, and furnish the report of such audit duly 

signed and verified by such accountant to the 
C'ommiss ioner of Income-tax or the Director of 
Income-tax having jurisdiction over the case, 
by the due date of furnishing the return of 
income under sub-section (1) of Section 139 
of the said Act; 

(iv) I'he approved organization shall maintain a 
separate statement of donations received and 
amounts applied for scientific research and a 
copy of such statement duly certified by the 
auditor shall accompany the report of audit 
referred to above. 

2. The Central Government shall withdraw the 
approval if the approved organ ization:- 

(a) fails to maintain separate books of accounts 
referred to in sub-paragraph (iii) of paragraph 
I; or 

(b) fails to furnish its audit report referred to in 
sub-paragraph (iii) of paragraph 1; or 

(c) fails to fijmish its statement of the donations 
received and sums applied for scientific 
research referred to in sub-paragraph (iv) of 
paragraph 1; or 

(d) ceases to carry on its research activities or its 
research activities are not found to be genuine; 
or 

(e) ceases to conform to and comply with the 
provisions of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
Section 35 of the said Act read with rules 5C 
and 5£ of the said Rules. 

[Notification No. 31/2008/F. No. 203/42/2007/ITA-II] 
SURENDER PAL, Under Secy. 

M nvcnl, 10 2008 

W. 3Tr. 577.—^ ^ 

1962 ^ ^ 

THST 1961 ("S^ ^ ^ 

35 (1) (ii) ^ 1-4-2003 

=ki 4-^(H!4T -Hwr’ ^ ^ w 

(i) ^ (lf?l 
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(ii) ^7^ TRPlf 3181^ 3r?^ 

(iii) ^ Rrt>< 5'^'^ 
^ W<T Tll^ 'TTSfV '4' 37^ tUdT T^i’TT 

1^, 3^ 3rf«7f^ ^ lira 288 ^ 8ira (2) 
^ c^IsllW 

37tRt 13131-^ ^ <=hOQ’!l ^ 3^ 

STfirf^ ^ lira 139 ^ 3^ ^ (1) "^ 3raihT 
37m roi ' g ra> i) 'SRgd ^ ^ 1w ^ 

?R1 im etdwRn ■^737 

^ 377^mJ7 

3I1^<I^ 3787 ^ 3ii<4qi<. eh^'ll I 

(iv) 373 * 7 ^ 37^’iiH3iim 

^ 3«7T 373 ^ Tll^ ^ 37^ vim 3 ^ 

3^1 ^oKf '^737 ■’Tftsm* 

ira nrqipHci [qq<,wi 31% I 

2. WFR ms 3I^H'yrd ^ 17^ 3I^HlP^d 

"raiSR ;- 

(^) 1 (ui) ^Pc^Pisid 32737 

^737 ^ ^ vim ; 378737 

(^) ^7iym> 1 ’33-^11119» (iii) 3p^p73d 37T^ 

^Tsti 378^7 

(3) 1 ■^'3i7-^<.iJH'r> (iv) ’ijRnnaa 

37377177 ^ Rii( Mi'o 7^ y^dd 377 371737 
• t33^ 3^ eh^'ii ; 378737 

(m) 37337 37377373 <t>l4 37«737 

373^7373 33^ 3fjt ■377337 "3^ 3737 

37337 

(T) *333 PHdHIddl 53 37 k 5^ ^3 3f^ 

^ 37f3R?8ra 3ra 35 ■33373 (1) ^ 

lira (ii) ^ "517331^ 373 ^ 3^ eVn 3871 

^3377 '37R3 3^ 37^ 

[srRl^g^nU 32/2008mU 203/112/2007-33.37.^7.-11] 

37R, 375R ■?7f^ 

New Delhi, the 10th March, 2008 

S. O. 577.—It is hereby notified for general 
information that the organization Shriram Scientific and 
Industrial Research Foundation, New Delhi, has been 
approved by the Central Government for the purpose of 
clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of Section 35 of the Income- 
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tax Act, 1961 (said Act, read with Rules 5C and 5E of the 
Income -t^x Rules, 1962 (said Rules), with effect from 

1-4-2003 in the category of ‘other institution’, partly (afrr hRcik ) 

engaged in research activities subject to the following 

coi|dition$, namely:- ^ 5 'RT^, 2008 


(i) The sums paid to the approved organization 
. shall'be utilized for scientific research; 

(ii) The approved organization shall carry out 
' scientific research through its faculty members 

or its enrolled students; 

(iii) The approved organization shall maintain 
separate books of accounts in respect of the 

: sums received by it for scientific research, 

' i reflect therein the amounts used for carrying 
’ i out research, get such books audited by an 
; accountant as defined in the explanation to 
sub-section (2) of section 288 of the said Act 
: and furnish the report of such audit duly 
: signed and verified by such accountant to the 
i Commissioner ofincome-tax or the Director of 
Income-tax having jurisdiction over the case, 
by the due date of fitmishing the return of 
income under sub-section (1) of section 139of 
the said Act; 

(iv) The approved organization shall maintain a 
, separate statement of donations received and 
, amounts .applied for scientific research and a 

copy of such statement duly certified by the 
i auditor shall accompany the report of audit 
I referred to above. 

2. The Central Government shall withdraw the 
approval ifithe approved organization:- 

(a) fails to maintain separate books of accounts 
! referred to in sub-paragraph (iii) of paragraph 

1 ; or 

(b) fails to furnish its audit report referred to in 
I sub-paragraph (iii) of paragraph I; or 

(c) fails to furnish its statement of the donations 
received and sums applied for scientific 
research referred to in sub-paragraph (iv) of 
paragraph 1; or 

(d) ceases to cany on its research activities or its 
; research activities are not found to be genuine; or 

(e) ceases to conform to and comply with the 
provisions of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
section 35 of the said Act read with rules 5C 
and 5E of the said Rules. 

[Notification No. 32/2008/F. No. 203/112/2007/ITA-lI] 
SURENDER PAL, Under Secy. 


3ir. 578.—fxtPhrHeh 1948 (1948 

^ 16) ^ RRT10(2) 

Rn-1 frFifoifercT ark 


2. ^ RFT-l k*. sFR 70, RRT 


“71 R <r4Vlcb< 


1 


( 1 ) 

(Rf^ 1-3-2007^ 
atRRT 4Tl«h RK '51^ 


RR., 

i. fcIVcircl^Jfd^, 

RR5I (ytd)RiI<S) ” 


[R.^.-12017/21/2001~^^j 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 

(Department of Health and Family Welfare) 

New Delhi, the 5th March, 2008 

S. O, 578.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2) of section 10 ofthe Dentists Act, 1948 (16 
of 1948), the Central Government, after consultation with 
Dental Council of India, hereby, makes the following 
amendments in Part-I of the Schedule to the said Act, 
namely:- 


2. In part-I of the Schedule, after serial No. 70, and 
the entries relating thereto, the following serial number 
and entries shall be inserted, namely:- 


“ 71. Pt. Ravishankar 1. Chhatisgarh Dental College 
Shukla University, & Research Institute, 
Raipur (Chhatisgarh) Rajnandgaon, Chhatisgarh. 


(i) Bachelor of Dental BDS, Pt. Ravishankar 
Surgery (When granted Shukla University, Raipur 
on or after 1 -3-2007) (Chhatisgarh)” 


[F.No.V-12017/21/2001-DE] 
RAJ SINGH, Under Secy. 




' >; . - 

5 2008 

^.3Tr. 579.—'^ 1948 (1948 

^ 16) ^ 10 ^ -s^wn (4) ^ (•©) "m Tl^ 

TTf^’ ^ ^ ^ ^ i^RtihT ^ f^f^FrRT 

T<FRf ^ ^ Xff^g RT 
^ ^ ^-III 1^FT%f®?T 3lk fr?i)«R 

t S{^i- 
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■?N1^ ^ ?N^, y€W*t> sfk ^ T^^T. 'M, 

^ 4-3-2008 ^ asiftmd ^ 

[■E •A 4330/1/2006} 
ch^, ■srar («t>J'^m) 

MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
(CP.V. Division) 


W ^ TTsm : -mi 22, 2008^ 2, 1930 


2. ^ Rr4>oH+ 1948 (1948 ^ 16) ^• 

■Ef, ^wn87^’5n^'?^ 1,2 3fk3 
^ 4t^4l ^ 3RI>[d HnRrinad 

3T«;!^;- 


(ii) ■^' T^\m T^*1.^.T5?T.( ) 

3?n?) "^Sef ■?l'^ ^Ko}<< t^V^- "^FRJFT 

^HIWT 

(■ ^R ^ )^lRtgi^ ) ^ 

30-11 -2000 ^ "5^ ■sn^ KR ^ ^ ^) 

[U^. 12018/10/08-‘^.i] 


New Delhi, the 4th March, 2008 

S.O. 580.—In pursuance of the clause (a) of the 
Section 2 of the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths 
and fees) Act, 1948, the Central Government hereby 
authorize Shri Sanjay Srivastava, Assistant and Shri B. S. 
Negi, Personal Assistant to perform the duties of Assistant 
Consular Officers in the Consulate General of India, 
Shanghai with effect from 4th March, 2008. 

[No,T4330/l/2006] 
PRITAM LAL, Under Secy. (Consular) 


TOTTSrm^ 

13^, 2008 


New Delhi, the 5 th March, 2008 

S.O. 579.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (b) sub-section (4) of Section 10 of the Dentists 
Act, 1948 (16 of 1948), the Central Government, after 
consultation with the Dental Council of India, hereby, makes 
the following further amendments in Part-Ill of the 
Schedule to the said Act, namely:— 

2. Under the existing entries of culumn 1,2 & 3 after 
serial No. 87 in part-III of the Schedule to the Dentists Act, 
1948 (16 of 1948) the following entries shall be added, 
namely:— 

(ii) Master of Dental Surgery MDS (Periodontology) 
Periodontology equivalent University of Hong Kong, 
to MDS (Periodontics) of Hong Kong, 

Indian Universities. 


W.SIT. 5»1.—SiRlfW?, 1948 (1948 
^ 61) ^ «iRr 4 ^ s^-mi (3) ^ «iRi (^) m ^ 

^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ •aR^ TR w: w 

^ ^ cnfter ^ ^ ^ 

3Tr^‘ ^ -ait ^ -q?^ i\, % \ 

Ri^Rffl «tJ*s0’4 ^5fiH ^ 

‘ [-qn.U 25012/67/99-'^] 

MINISTRY OF TEXTILE 
New Delhi, the 13th March, 2008 


(When granted on or after 30-11-2000). 

[No.V-12018/10/2008-DE] 
RAJ SINGH, Under Secy. 

(i(t. Tft. ^mn) 

4 2008 

W.aiT. 580 .—<MHRi4»' (W1 

SlRilfRpm 1948 (1948^41^) ^2 ^3T^(^) ^ 
3T5?RR ^ TT^IH 


S.O. 581.—In exercise of the powers conferred 1^ 
clause (a) of sub-Section (3) of Section 4 ofthe Central Silk 
Board Act, 1948(61 ofl948),the Central Government hereby 
af^ints Shri R Honumanthappa as Chainnan ofthe Cent^ 
Silk Board for a period of 3 years with effect from the date 
he assumes charge of the post or until further orders, 
whichever is earlier. His appointments shall be subject to 
the provisions of the Central Silk Board Act and Central 
Silk Board Rules. 

[F.No.25012/67/99-Silk] 
BHUPENDRA SINGH, Jt. Secy. 
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7?rm afh' PdH^ui 

(Hirota ^«rFT) 

1^:^, 26 2008 

^.3ir. 582,4R+K ^ -3^ -51^ ^ TRTRH ^ ^ t % 

(iH ^ 31Tfff^ ^■) WZ 3Tk RTR RHR7 3Tf«lfRR, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) ^ aflT RN 

(Rfi^‘ 1987 ^ ■5RR^’ ^ t 3lk ^ ^ t ‘^flclK 31^ ^ 3^^^ ■^’ ^ 

■R«TT^ "RTrijr T#fn 3^ WfT ”3R^ 31^ ^fRcTT ^TT; 

31^:, 3TR, ^<«+»K, *3^ ^ «iTRT 36 (7) alk (8) ^ 3r^ ■?Tf^^‘^ 3r^ ^-^PFl^ 

RFWHI, 12I/I-'Rt,'n^'^. 5, IT^ W, 122001, ^ PiPhR^W RSRR W^fcH 

^-III) 31W^lPdf1 3T^ ( T^d9) T 4 TjRiR) ^ 

fsw ^ m IR ■'Tm t 37k 37^tef^ snf 7^=7^/09/07/187 

TP73^ ar^qt^ Tjfkt t I 




^ wm ^ ^ ■jiRm: qji rr sTrmfei 3 {^^iP<Hd c 7 [^ qwR f i 37^1^7 1000 f^.m 

t sfk ^Tq^n 2 t^.m i i qcqm qmn 37 qRTc 7 cf) 100 m t 1 iqk' -gf^ t fqqqn m qtro 

oqqej)«ji^H^ 37T^qg<n’i q>iiq ■§■ I qqn?T Tpite (q?T "f :^) qkn qftqrqqrqn ■§■ L^q^Rq 230 

■^k^'i 37 k sd 3 lrqiqnl ttrt Pq^d q 7 qRcTf "t t 


4 



hL\t^*\ ^ iJftfchH ^ 3lPdP<eW q#7 qjt ^ %ii; tM ^ ^ •qURTT am 

qf^ qrt 1^ ^ q?^ qi rk "3^ qqr^jR, P^-^i^h, qfe ^uw, Ph^ikh 371 ^ qri ?rt? tr q^‘ 
■qr^TTf I 

3^k'^q(tq q^^JR ■^qq aTklf^Tqq q>[ qRT 36 qf['SqqRl ( 12 ) ?RI qqq Tlfqqql q>T qR^ q^ qk^TT qRcft "t 1% 
qqq 'WfecT sTgjfiqq qqm-qqarq^fq Pqlqqtni ?ri P^-siq, feqifq 37gqR 3 ^ qqt qinyi 
aT gqfed qf^? q>T PciPHRim qqr t, P^Pnffi^ qqt ^ ^ ^ kqr, qqfgfqi aflr ^ qkrq qr ^^ q # 
5 m iRiqqnl sTfqqr ^rr ^500 10,000 qq> ^fq 4 ' qcqm qrqqn stror (qq) Tifeq 50 %.Tn. 37 fqq? 

sfksoootHm qq^qfl srteqq^Tqqrqr^f 37k“^"qR ixio’^, 2xio’*qi 5x10^, t, ^sfi qqRqqr qr qrmw 
qi^^qqg^l'i 


[qq. q. ^seg^7R7-2 1 (89 )/2007 ] 

37R. qr^qq, t^^rqr, qiq 






Wf5r 22,2008/% 2, 1930 
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MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS, POOD AND PlfBLIC DISTRIBUTION 
(Department of Consumer Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 26th February, 2008 

S.O. 582.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions;* 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of the self indicating, 
non-automatic (Platform type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “IPF” series of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy class-ill) and with brand name “INTERACE” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by 
M/s. Gold Hi-Tech Scales & Systems, 121/1-C, Gali No. 5; Hari Nagar, Gurgaon—122 001, Haryana and which is 
.'issigned the approval mark IND/09/07/187 ; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument with a maximum 
capacity of 1000 kg and minimum capacity of 2 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 100 g. It has a tare device with 
100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing results. 
1'he instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle, etc. before or after sale. 

Fuither, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg and upto 5000 kg and with number of verification 
scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10^ 2x10'^ or 5x10^ 
k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with 
the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

‘ [F.No. WM-21(89)/2007] 

R. MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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26 2008 

W.OT. 583,“^^ ^ ^ 3Rg?T ^ ^ -RRmR ^ t % 

■3^ 3?T^^') SflZ ^ TM ■RIT^ 37f?^pFTR, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) TT«n W afkTTTTTRH^ 

(Rte# ^ 1^, 1987^'3i?^’^ 

«^'lli<iT<^<n 3lhC mRR*iRi<<T '^' R^FT 4><cl( <^<||; 

! i 

3Tc 1^, 3R, TR^, ^ 3TRTjWT ^ ilRT 36 ^ ^*^1 (7) ^ ( 8 ) ^ 31^ ■?lf^’^ TT#! ^ fEi 
•rte 121/1-■Rt, Reft 5, W;■ 3 ^^- 12200 1, Teg R81T^ Cm^ 

^-Ilj) ^1^ 13TT^ R^cT ^flFFT 3W'+)<«i ZR yehn) nT^d ■^, 1^RT^ WS 

^ ‘f^^’jt (f^^'^R^R^^^Tfer^TRUt) 3lk 315^)^ 1^ 3TT^T^^/09/07/186 RR^^fwtar 
RRT % 3131 ^ IRim-Ril ^ ^Rcit t I 

‘ ifer f^^Rl ^ WfiK ^ RR ^ (3R«|^irdd t«Rl ZR) 31^ ^ tTIfFT' 3T^R^ t I 

3lfM%R 20 t #t ■5=*^RTR 100 TIT. t t RRTO Hi4MH SRRTd (^) 2 TfT. f I 3TT^^?3FH "gf^ t 

f^TR^ Rt^mcT ^^iftcT 3TRT^ t I R^^RT Z\^ (Rd ^ '^) 31^ ^TtePT mR'JIIH WT 

I 3i<«b<»J! ^0 °(lcr<i 3lhc 50 ^rqiqaT *^R1 Iq^d RT ^n4 ^RcTT “f I 



W|[«I9 ^ ^ ^ SffdR-W RRh 4>T3gui ^ ^ tM ^ RRI^ ^ 1^ ^TTQTTT ^ 

■RTSFT ^ f^shl! RT RihJ), R^IRIcIT, rs-Jil^i, Rf%3 "SFRITR, Pi^Hl^d Rl<5iin 3Tl1^ ■?T?jf nRqFtd t^FTT 

'm^ 1 

3 IR 4NtR RT^ 37RlfWT ^ *=nR 36 ^^^R! (12) 'm ^iRkl'^T ^ fir ^ toI t % 

■ 3 ^ hIIsci ^ fR yni'Jl-R^'^ 3T^^fcT'3^ [qpiHidi ■gRT3Rt Rh^Ri, RihJ) "5^ [q^^ ^3^ 

SigHiPto ■*#SFj RiRirR'I RRT ■§■, ‘S# ^*<^1 R^lT^ slR «hi4MiQi’1 ^tdi 3Hqi<u| Tiff 

1 R^.m ^ 50 Rl.m ^^“^”RR^fdm00^50,000^^^R’Rc5TmRNRR a^^Rd (R^) siR 100 R7. m RT WR 
3Tf«r^l^“^”iTTH^fdTi 5000^ 50,000 HRRn 3RR(d (RR) Rf^ 50 %.m arRl^KlR 

•^t ‘^*‘^”RH 1x10^, 2x10^ RT 5x10^,'^ t, ^ TCR^ RT 3f4U||rM4J RT^ RR^FR t I 


Im R. ^^iRT-21 (89 )/2007 ] 
RR. RT^RR, fH4'VI4>, fRte RN 
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New Delhi, the 26th Februaiy, 2008 

S.O. 583.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
th(i Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of ^proval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Tabletop type) with digital indication of “ITT’ series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) and with brand 
name “INTERACE’’. (herein referred to as the said model), manutactured by M/s. Gold Hi-Tech Scales & Systems, 121/ 
1-C, Gali No. 5, Hari Nagar, Gurgaon—122 001, Haryana and \^ich is assigned the approval mark IND/09/07/186 ; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-autoniatic weighing instrument (Tabletop type) 
wiith a maximum capacity of 20kg and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 2g. It has a tare 
device with 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing 
results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 rtertz alternate current power supply. 

Figure 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing, shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle, etc. before or after sale. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto 50 kg and with number of verification 
scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of Img. to 50mg and with number of verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10^ 2x 10‘‘ or 5xl0\ 
k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(89)/2007] 
R. M ATHURBOOTH AM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^f^,29''TjT^,2008 

W.3IT. 584,-^^TR^^, Tprrt 

^ ^') W 3fk 1976 (1976 ^60) afk tITT'^11^ 

(Tfeff 1987 -% 3?^ ^ 3fk^ ^ ^ TT’TOT t ^M\l ^ ^ ^ ifel 

7#n 31^ 9f<R^rd4)‘ '4’ ^9^ ^ 3?^ WI "^TT; 


4t^:, (7) 3fk:5R-^ (8) ^ TO 5^'lf%f4l’ ^ MPT ^ 

^-1^2^ -gii^ %, 3W( fte, -q^^, ■g^-400072 irt ^«TTaf?n (Wim 

^II) ^ “3TTf T^ 690(^)-II" ^ 3fsp^ "Rffcl, aiW^lPdd IRJR) ^ 

t^lP^ ^ ^ ^ "telT t (t^ "3^ '*fel ^ TpTr t) sfk "W 3?]^ 

^109/07/^48 t, ST^q^ URriT-R^ ^ sfk iPhlfVId Wt t i 


^ ifer f^frT ^ 31^ ^ «1R 3mnftd 31^) ci^ “JWT^ t I STtecPT wr 30 

mlt TOT 100 m t l ^TrEm 3RT^TH (f) 2 m t l 3TT^ifg<rH t f^TTO ?icT 3Tf^ 

?d7?T 3TT^’45ci’f 3T*n^ % I (^ Rqr •^) -51^ cff^ ^<ffld ^Rm t I TOR^ 230 

^ 3^ ^0 yr4|cidT m\ 3KTET iR ^ TOT t I 


3TT^rf^ 1—HfSd 

37T^2 : RT^ ^ TTIRPi ^ ^ 3TT5f«TFf ^ ifl^dRns: OTilR 



^ ^ '4', TTr^TO WR 3?RTO RtR ^ ^ RTS^TR ^ cTIT ^ TO ^TT?n t sfh: 

^ RT^-4 ^^ 4V4 3?R ^ ^ t i ^ 3r^ VT^ ^ T^TOh ^TWI ^RR1^ 

t I 

34t 31 RiRT 4R36 ^ "^R^^KT ( 12) 3r^?Tf^d4f ^ 3T4 PT'^r 4^ RF'4lqT^’^Rc?r’f « 

■ 3 ^ ^ ^ ^ 3l'd4d l^ldMidl SKI "<4^ Rr^^Td, ^ 'RTRlfl "4 ^3dd 

3T-^Htf<d farfdRk tro t, tarfdftd "3^ ^ ^ ^ 4dr, wafdT afR TOfTOd ^ TORq 4t lf4 ^ 

1 Rr.im ^ 50 Rim dd? ^ rh ^%r 100 ^ 50,000 dit ^ 4 f afR 100 Ri.m. sisqm 2 rR 4 ^ md ^5000 

R 50,000 d5t ^ 4f RoSJIVH HIM HU 3mdH (T^d) ^Rltd 50 %.m. dm dit 3TRjdKTR TOT dT^ f sfR‘‘^’’RH 1x10^,2x10^ 

3l81dT 5x10^, ^ f, ^TR*^’*ldTcRmm^FITcRm ''joifgr m ^ ^ TldJ^ f I 


[mr, TT. ^SS^TRT-21 (199)/2006] 

3m. fH^rm, MMm md tdmd 






22,2008/^ 2, 1930 


1187 


New Delhi, the 29th February, 2008 

S.O. 584.—Whereas the Central Gdvemment, after considering the report submitted to it by die prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of tlie Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table Top type) with digital indication of “IND 690(T)-II” series of high accuracy (accuracy class-II) and 
with brand name “Mettler Toledo” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by 
M/s. Mettler-Toledo India Private Limited, Amar Hills, Saki Vihar Road, Powai, Mumbai—400 072 and which is assigned 
the approval mark lND/09/07/548 ; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based weighing instrument with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. 
and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 2 g. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent 
subtractive retained tare effect. The Vacuum Fluorescent Display (VFD) indicates the weighing result. The instrument 
operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternate current power sunply. 

Figure 1 : Photograph of the model 
Figure 2 : Scheme tic diagram of sealing provision of the model 





On the rear left side of the indicator, a hole each on top and bottom of the indicator by boring holes through 
the bolts and fastening a leaded wire through these bolts for receiving the verification stamp and seal. It can not be 
opened without tampering the seal. A typical schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model is given above. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. and with number of 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50000 for ‘e’ value of Img. to 50 mg. and with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg. or more and ‘e’ value of 1 x 10^ 2x10’' or 5x 10\ k 
being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and lyith the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
mmufactured. 

[F.No. WM-21(199)/2006] 
R. MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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3?T. 585.—SRT ^ ^ 1^r3R ^ ^ t % 

^ ^f% 111^ (^ ^ Tjf ^') W sfk ^ 3TfVf^, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) ^ sfh: ^ 

(■qfeci)' Pm, 1987 sfk^^^TTWrrt %cTrTmR31^ 37^17 

'7il^ <.<^‘11 ^qi h<^|’ 1 Ti^rfj • 

3TcT: 37^, ^7T^, ”5^ 37M^ ^Rl 36 (7) (8) 5RT TT?^ ^W 

^ K 9, w, •5R55fh:-560 056 im 

^Tf^t ^cFfr■R^t) slkf^ ^:iM)<H f^ 37 ^rr 
^ 49 / 07/252 ^PT5^f^ fer t, srgtit^ wr-'r^ ^ ^ 1 1 



^®kI "RfSH i^«b fq«j^ 'I'Jj 31^rR ^CTTT ^ci 3Tr^7TftcT Sl^^^Tf^TcT ("^sf^TSFI ycfiR) '4He^<«l't' I STf^qidH 
30 %.TrT. 1 37 k 100 m 1 1 wmn ■Rmn mm (t) 5 m 1 1 “5f^ t ^ 

<^«hd’licH«t5 VrftcT 37T^^dR 'ST^'TI^ f" I ‘ST^JW ’^rPTsfe’ siq)-5 ("O;^ f '^) "SK^ flld'l rR^IIR "^RtH't' I <SM=b<'J| 

230 ^ ^ 50 wm^ rni im ^ ^ 1 1 

^ ^ 3ifa!Tqfl ^ ^q^Kl ^ ^ 37t7 

1^ ^ ^ ^ ^ - 3 : 77 ^ -m^, Wk, -fe^, -TTfe ^5mP7, 37Tf^ ^ -^m! tol 

^fTi^RT I 

3fh:'^^-777:^'3^37f*7l^^ ^77136 ^ "g^qR! (12) SRI 37^ ^ ^ ^ ^llW Wt t fe 

^^■ 3751 ^wn-'R^^ 3T^^f^W^iSRi^^ 375 ^ sfh:^ wnft^ 

375rH^ Rf^ IVThrWi 7|zn i, Wnf^iTi ^ ^ -^TSTf^fcn 3ff^ ■«f.i49WH ^ Tit^ dH=h<yi 4t ^ 

100 1%.Tn. ^2 m 100 7^ 10,000 ?(^^f^7^'-?7r27mRmF 3751^ (T^) sfh: 5 m 37f^ 

500 ^ 10,000 rf^fsi T^‘-Rrqm Rmn 3T?R1^ (RR) 50 fT^STf^T^TTR ^TRcll ^ t 
3^“f’’ RH 1x10*, 2x10* 3787RT 5x10*,^ f, «7dRH=b RT ^«llrRctl ''J^f^ RT ^ ^ RR^^R t I 

[RiT. R. ^5^TTR-21 (120)/2007] 
37R RI^RR, PH^Vleh, WlR7 RN 1 r?R 







22,2008/^ 2, 1930 


1189 


New Delhi, the 29th February, 2008 

S.O, 585.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is; satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now', therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic (Table 
top type)weighing instrument with digital indication of “NI-TT” series of medium accuracy (accuracy class-III) and 
with brand name “NEW INDICA” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. New Indica Electronic 
Weighing System, No. 9, Maruthi Complex, Balagangadhar Nagar, Mallathahalli, Bangalore—560 056 and which is 
assigned the approval mark IND/09/07/252 ; ’ 

Figure 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5 g. It has a 
tare device with 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle, etc. before or after sale. 

Fuither, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg. with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 100 to JOOOO for ‘e’ value of lOOmg. to 2g. or with verification scale interval (n) in the range 
of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and ‘e’ value of lx 10^ 2^1 O'' or 5x l0^ being positive or negative whole 
number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and 
with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F.No. WM-21(120)/2007] 
R MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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29 2008 

■3^ ^ ^‘) ^ ^ 1976 (1976 ^ 60) W ^ afk 'RN 

(■Rfe^ ^ 1987 ^f qt-3^ iTf^ 

3?k RiPh-i MRR^RiiiT ^ 

, 3T?T;,j31^,^^^R^,'3^ 3qfq1^^ m\ 36 ^“STT^IRT (7) ^ '3^?^ (8) 'Sm 31^ ^ ^ 

m ^ f^TFSiT, K 9, WRt ^T^mr^rc W, ^it4t-560 056 ^ 

-R^ ^i«?T«fcn kwJrn ^-iii) ^ “T^^3Tif-%:qr" ^ 3f^ 

w^) ^ ^ ^ ^ i (t^ ^ Tfer ^ ■n^ t) sfk 

a|rT^ T^ ■^/09/07/253 ■'FT t, Wir-T^T ■3n^ wl t I 



"3^ ^TS"d Tipf> t^^"d 3WR «BT ^ snmftd 3itq-qiRno fll<n’l 3H=b<u| "f i stRj^cTF ^FdT 1000 t^.TIT. 
t sfk t=^;|Rm 4 t^.m t i wmR hihhh sfri^ (^) 200 m t i xs^ "gf^ t f^rwr ^ 3rfci?m 

sn^il^dH XCR^ t i 11^ 30^4+ ■SFlte (R3 ^ ^) 31^ ^ft^ hR^IH 3H4f^ld ^FdT t i 230 

50 Mcqiqcil *TRT fq^a 31^ RK "^iFf "q^FcTT "t I 

wif*4M ■^[FfFT s^laRqd H^fil'i "q^ qFTzgpf onqeKl <2il<ri’^ <l«t)A ^ 1%qT 'jiii<<ii 

hT-s<?i q?t ■fqqfl!'^ qr qrq "4 "F^Ffqft WFit, 'q*?Ffcn, fs'sii^’i, 7^f%3 «Ni4H, Pi^hi'a’ 1 Rt^sio qft qra! qr HRqfcla l^qT 

'JlH<Ml I 

3ik ^ 3qfq1^ qft qRT 36 qjt ■sqqm (12) ^ 3iqq ■7Tf^‘qrr 3rqtF qj^ ^ q? qhw qFdt 1 

qqq mTisci ^rgqtqq 3rqrq~'qq fqPiHiai "SFi Ri«sio, "fe^nfq 335FF slR “3^ "FFuft qqq 

Si^nlR^d mTsc^ qJT fqPiHl’Ji R^qi qqi't', fqPiPid "3^ *^33^ 0^ Ft "^^qT, q£rr*fcTT sftr '=hl4m(ri’i q^ alcrl’1 "FqqF^ Mt 

5m#■3^1^ ^qqr# fh # 500 ^ 10,000 qq?# ^ # ^tftfr rnwr aFFiqr (t^) ^dFF so %.m. ^ aife 

sfRsooo q^qjtsrfqqRFT ^TFmqr^f 3fR*‘’f’’mq i^io^ 2 ^ 10 ^ m 5 x 1 o’^,# f, # qqicqqr m qrqRRqr gyif^ 

m tiH^Crq ^ 1 

[mr. # ^^^-21(120) /2007 ] 

am:. FT^mr. Pd^viq., WMqr fn fqqrq 
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New Delhi, tiie 29th February, 2008 

S.O. 586.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the repwt submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in tiie said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, tiierefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of tiie said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes tiie certificate of approval of tiie model.pf the self indicating, 
non-automatic, (Platform type) weighing instrument witii digital indication of “NI-PF” series of medium accuracy 
(accuracy class-lll) and with brand name “NEW INDICA” (herein referred to as tiie said model), manu^ctured by 
M/s. New Indica Electronic Weighing System, No. 9, Maruthi Complex, Balagangadhar Nagar, Mallatiiahalli, Bangalore- 
560 056 and which is assigned tiie approval rnark lND/09/07/253 ; 

Figure 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument with a maximum 
capacity of 1000 kg. and minimum capacity of 4kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 200 g. It has a tare device with 
100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing result. 
The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power Supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent tiie opening of tiie machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle, etc. before or after sale. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares tiiat this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg. and up to 5000kg. and with number of verification scale interval (n) 
in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of lx 10'', 2x10^ or 5x 10^, k is a positive 
or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer witii the same principle, design 
and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F.No. WM-21(120y2007] 
R. MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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291^,2008 

■3^ ftM ^!F%^■nf ^’) w aflr rn1976 (1976 ^ 60) ^ rn 

(ifei)f ^ 3i[iMl«^H) 1^, 1987 ^ ”3^’^ ^ t aflr ■?T«n^ t WMR TPIPT ^ ■^' -qt ^ 

■q«fT*M ■qqnj; "4 <}h^«ki Tt^; 

' 313:,13m, c^iisO^ ?R5fJR, 3^ ^ *33 36 3ft (7) 3lk'3q3ro (8) ^313^ Tlf^d^f ^JTTPitq f^; 

^ 33,3. 225, qlVitM^Rq , '=^#1, M<<iMH, ^-600012,3fq3RI^^ fsffqftcl “ 222 ” ^ 313^ 7#3 

f3^ 3fe3n3FT“^^33" t (1^ 37313^3333311) 1^ 31^3133 

1^ 3^ T^ ^/09/07/396 33T t, ST^qt^ Tmm-33 ^ 31T?fr t I 

■333 3TS^ ^ ^ WT 313^ 31# iWT ^ '313 M 313137 hf^ ^ 33 t I 3F qV< dOldK ^ 

3TM W t ^ ^ ^ *TTi 3jt W ^ ^kl31^ 4 WT 3^ t t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

•^^33f3^'Fqt^'^3iq'q^^33t3l^TRWT^^33 3ft3|^3ft3f^t I ^ 3ft-dftq 31T?3 ^13^ 

(3^^) I ^333^31 33■'#331: *37' 1360 3^1^ 'RflT TC ^3^ t I 

311ft3-l "Rl^ 

33^-2 ■RTS^ 3it Mm 33^ ^ 1II33H 33 3t33TO ^T3THR 



^eiffcpi 3ft ■?Tt3T ^ 31^1^33 ■q?Tt3 3ft 3733^ ©33^'^ ■31^'^ Tj31^ ^%TT^qtc^f3^f^ ^113711 

3«n T#S^ 3ftl'f^ 3?^ '31 313 ■^f '3^T37t 'RlRTlt, 331«t3T, fe31^, 'qt%3 4l3illH, fH'RKH 1^3 3Tlt3 3ft ?13! RT HRqRta 3^‘ 
■^11331 I ^ Tltfm ■5n33H 37T i^fw ■^37tq ^T33FT "STR^ 3311 I 


[33. U ^^TnT-2l(l93)/2007] 
31H. 31^8^3, t3^?137, M337 313 f3^ 
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New Delhi, the 29th February, 2008 

S.O. 587.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of a Taxi Meter with 
digital indication of ‘222’ series with brand name “CHENNAI A 1” (herein referred to as the said model), manufectured ' 
by M/s. Chennai Al, No. 225, Bogipalayam, New Lane, Pattalam, Chennai-600 012, Tamil Nadu and which is assigned 
thie approval maricIND/09/07/3 96. . 

The said model is a Taxi Meter with digital indication incorporated with a distance and time measuring device. 

It totalizes continuously and indicates the fare at any moment of the journey, the charges payable by the passenger. 
The fare to pay is a function of the distance travelled above a certain specified speed and the time elapsed below a 
specified speed during the journey. The reading of the meter is indicated by Light Emitting Diode (LED). The ‘k’ 
factor of the instrument is 1360 pulses per kilometer. 

Figure-1 Model 

Fig.-2'Schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle, etc. before or after sale. A typical schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model is given 
above. 

[F.No.WM-21(193)/2007] 
R. MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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3ir. 588,—(^len 3nf^4>Kl ^iii ~4<i) IT^ Tjqj ■§• 

^ ^ (iH ^ ’if 311^ ^') ^ sflr TITT ■RFT^ 1976 (1976 ^ 60) 3fk W Tr«n ^ 'RPT^ 

^argJTt^) Vm, 1987^^^'^ 313?^ 

afk mRRwRi-mT ’4’ Tr^^sRT -g^ 

i ; 

a^:,3R,'^^^?TW^,'3^3TRlf^^ VRr36^^5q^ 3flT^«IRr(8) ^ ^ ^ ^ 

%, 1. 67/82,35^ (^), -^fm, xMt-834003 IJTI M 

(^T«|r%^-iii) ^ 3m ^ ^?%ct, sR^rnf^ ci)^ ■39 +t«i Tram) ^i#s^ 

^ ^ ’■^’ i ^ -qT^ "3^ Tfel ?>?T ^ i) sflT 313 * 1)44 f% 3nf T^ ^/09/08/50 

miT t, sijjte TmrJi-''ra ■^nt) i 1 

! *3^ "qf^ ^ iram ^ *m ^ cj)^ (^fe Tram) 11 aqf^repcR 30000 

%.TjT. i 3q[ ^^T?m TOT 100 %.m 11 ^^ran ^?^n4 wih ai^ 51^ Tim i 1 3n^^i3^ t 

Tif^fT oq^ii4i^ch qiftn 3TT^<i3(HH TP^m i I iRrf^ "srate iRuim TOffm tot 1 1 tojttjt 230 ^)?3 ^ 50 
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New Delhi, Ihe 29fli FelMiiary, 2008 

' S.O. 588.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy 9 ver periods of 
suiitained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic, 
weighing instrument (Weighbridge type) with digital indication of “DISOMAT JRB” series of mediiun accuracy 
(accuracy class-111) and with brand name “SCHENCK” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by 
M's. Schenck Process India Ltd., Plot No. 67/82, Tupudana, Industrial Area (New), Hatia, Ranchi-834 003 and which 
is assigned the approval mark 1ND/09/08/S0 ; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based weighing instrument with a maximum capacity of 30000 
kg and minimum capacity of 100 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5 kg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent 
subtractive retained tare effect. The instrument operates on 230 Volts nnd 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. 

Figure 1 : Photograph of the Indicator 

Figure 2 : Photograph of the platform 

Figure 3 : Schemetic diagram of sealing provision 



The sealing is provided on the front side of the indicator by providing fixing lugs on the indicator, and then 
passing a leaded wire fastened to these lugs and sealing it with leaded seal. A typical schematic diagram of sealing 
provision of the model is given above. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of the Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity between 5000 kg and up to 150 
tonne and with number of verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and 
with ‘e’ value of the form IxlO^ 2x10'' or SxlO’', k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero 
manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials 
with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

iF.No.WM-21(138)/2006] 
R. MATHURBOOTHAM, Director .of Legal Metrology 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2008 

S.O. 589.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, Is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60. of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures ( Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to rhaintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Tabletop type) with digital indication of“SST” seriaiof high accuracy (Accuracy class-11) and with brand 
name “ESSGEE*’ (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Essgee Instruments & Systems, P-35, 
Recol Paric, City Centre, Durgapur-16, West Bengal and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/07/358 ; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Tabletop type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30kg and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 2g. It has a tare 
device with 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. 





Figurepl Model 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle, etc. before or after sale, A typical schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model is given 
above. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg and with number of 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of I mg to 50 mg and with number of verification 
scale interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x lO*', 2x 10‘‘ or 
5x 10^ k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has 
been manufactured. 

[F.No, WM-21(177y2007] 
R MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2008 

S.O. 590.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model Of the self indicating, non- 
automatic (Platform type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “SSP” series of medium accuracy (accuracy 
class-III) and with bread name “ESSGEE” (herein referred to as the said model), manufiK:tured by M/s. Essgee 
Instruments & Systems, P-35, Recol Park, City Centre, Durgapur-16, W. B. and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/07/359; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument with a maximum 
capacity of 500kg and minimum capacity of 2kg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOOg. It has a tare device with 
100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing result. 
The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

Eigure-1 Model 

Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle, etc. before or after sale. A typical schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model is given 

above. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg and up to 5000kg and with number of verification scale interval 
(n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of 1^ 10^, 2x 1 Oi^ or 5^ 10^ k is a positive 
or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same 
principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said ^ipproved model has been manufactured. 

[F.No. WM-2I(I77)/2007] 
R. MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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New t>elhi, the 7th March, 2008 

S.O. 591.—^Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (weighbridge type) with digital indication of “SSW” series belonging to medium accuracy (Accuracy 
class-III) and with bmad name “ESSGEE” (hereinreferred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Essgee 
Instruments; & Systems, P-35, Recol Park, City Centre, Durgapm-16, W B. and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/07/360; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (weighbridge type) 
with a maximum capacity of 60 tonne and minimum capacity of 200kg, The verification scale interval (e) is lOkg. It has 
a tare device with 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle, etc. before or after sale. A typical schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model is given 
above. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make^ accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and up to 150 tonne 
with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of 
lx Ky, 2x10^ or 5x10'', k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 

* [F.No.WM-21(177)/2007] 

R. MATHURBOOTHAM, Director of Legal Metrology 
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BUREAU OF INDIAN STANDARDS 

New Delhi, the 12th March, 2008 

I 


1987, 

Schei 


(fo 


S.Oi 
the 
le hei^i 


592.—^In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 
eau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the 
eto annexed have been established on the date indicated against each : 


SCHEDULE 


SI. No: 

No. & Year of the 

Indian Standards Established 

No. & year of Indian 
Standards, if any, 
superseded by the 

New Indian Standard 

Date of Established 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 

IS 3331 •.2007 Copper and brass 
strips/foils for radiator cores— 
Specification (Second Revision) 

183331:1977 

30 November, 2007 


Copy of this Standard is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah 
Zafar lilarg, I^w Delhi-110 002 and Regional OfficesrNew Delhi, Kolkatta, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also Branch 
Office^: Ahnijedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune, tJiiruvananthapuram. 


[Ref:MTD8A^-43] 

Dr. (Mrs.) SNEH BHATLA, Scientist ‘F’ & Head (Met. Engg.) 
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0 

01 

5 

0 

03’/2 

357/3 

0 

01 

5 

0 

W 

: 

0 

66 

0 

1 63 1/2 



: T1l#Mlehl-14 # 




dl<i)mibl-8 



TITO i anro 3471 



HSCl 

: TT#eT 

Ito : 



TO : 

TOST# 

sntT^TT. < 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

510/1# 

0 

06 

5 

0 

16 

340/2 

0 


0 

0 

02 1/2 

•340/3 

08 

01 

0 

0 

2 1/2 


0 

08 

5 

0 

21 


[TO. 4 -12016/5/2008-aTtTO^-III] 
TTsT 'qhar "fro^, anr «r^q 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS 
New Delhi, the 4th March, 2008 
S.O. 593.—Whereas by Notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas No. S.O. 3264 dated 07-08-06 issued under 
Sub- section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipe Lines ( Acquisition of Right of Users in Land) Act, 
1962 (50 of 1962) herein after referred to as the said Act, 
the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the Right of User in the lands specified in the Schedule 
appended to that Notification for the purpose of laying 
pipe line KADALl-1 to TATIPAKA-14 and TATIP AKA-8 
in the State of Andhra Pradesh, a pipeline should be laid 
bytheONGC-RJY; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette Notifications 
were made available to the public from 01 -06-07; 
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And whereas no objections have been received from 
the public td laying of the pipeline by the Competent 
Authority; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted 
report to the Central Government; 

;And vyhereas the Central Government, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the Right of 
User n the l^ds specified in the Schedule; 

|Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by suh-secti<^n (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Gove|nmentjhereby declares that the Right of User in the 
land ispecifted in the Schedules appended to this 
Notiffcation Is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

-And further in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (|4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Governmentihereby directs that the Right of User in the 
land fpr layihg the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vest, on this date of the publication 
of thi^ declaration, in the ONGC, K.G. Projecl/Rajahmundry 
Asset| free ftjDm encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

E|OU Pibelinefrom KadaM-1 toTatipaka-14 and 
llitipaka-S 


State: I Andhrjj Pradesh 



Mandal :Razole 

District: 

_U- 

Ea^t Godavari 



Milage: 

Kadali 

R.S.^jo. 

Hect- 

Ares 

Centi- 

Acres 

Cents 


ares 


ares 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

509/1$ 

0 

09 

0 

0 

22 

509/4$ 

0 

09 

0 

0 

22 

506/2 

0 

01 

5 

0 

m 

501/B 

0 

C6 

5 

0 

13»/2 

501/lC 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

501/2B 

0 

00 

0 

0 

07 

501/2C 

0 

05 

5 

0 

14 

502/4B 

0 

01 

5 

0 

Of 

502/40 

0 

m 

5 

0 

11 

503/2$ 

0 

05 

0 

0 

12 

503/3$ . 

0 

00 

0 

0 

08 

484/2 

0 

02 

0 

0 

04^/2 

484/3 

, 0 

01 

0 

0 

01 Vi 

483/lB 

0 

07 

0 

0 

17 

482/13 

0 

01 

5 

0 

03‘/i 

482/1C 

0 

01 

0 

0 

C0 

482/1D 

0 

01 

5 

0 

03 Vi 

357/3: 

0 

01 

5 

0 

Of 

TOTSn 

; 0 

66 

0 

1 

63 1/2 


ROU Pipeline from Tatipaka-14 to Tatipaka-S 


State: Andhra Pradesh 
District: East Godavari 


Mandal :Razole 
Village: Kadali 

RS.No. 

Hect¬ 

ares 

Ares 

Centi- 

ares 

Acres 

Cents 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

51Q/1B 

0 

06 

5 

0 

16 

34m 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 Vi 

340G 

0 

01 

0 

0 

2 Vi 

ibtid 

0 

08 

5 

0 

21 


[F. No.-12016/5/2008-ONG-ni] 
RAJ SEKHAR SIKDAR, Under Secy. 
^ 4 2008 


W.air, 594,-5^^ ^ sflT 

1962 (1962 ^ 50) (f^ 

TO ^ i) ^ 3 ^ ■STq-tTRT ( 1 ) ^ 

^.37T. 3262, cU^Nl 07-08-2006 m, ^ 

<l4!tiTsl W IRT 37IHI Tl^ ‘R 

cw tTT«m if ^ ^ ^ 

37^ ^ ^ 3?m ^ ^ fcft; 

3^fr -3^ TTSm 3rf%RJTO ^ irf^ ^ mftTsI 
01 -06-2007 ^ 3^7^ TO ^ «(f; 

3^fr ^ ^R^TT IJTRT 37T^’ 

TO TOT f 3^k apT^TTcT 

TOf^TOlt; 

"TTSiW "RlftT^Rt TO7T 37f^Pi<HH TOT 6 TO- 

TO (1) ^ 3T%ih TOTO ^ STR^ ^ ^ t I 

sffr ^ TOTT RT f^TTO TO^ ^ 

WTOf 3^fr TJ^ TOTTOT ^ RT % TOTT ^ W7^ 
^ 3rt%?T i, ^ STfror TO 3Tlf^ 

TO f^rf»T?TOT t^TOT 

3R:, 37^, 0^^ TOTO7, TOTT srfVfTTO ^ TO 6 ^ 
TO-TO (1) TO TO TO^ p; -ZT? 

TOtrt t % B77 3lf«T7ITO 3TO 

'jMf WT^ ^ ^ srftfTOT TO 

37^ fro WI t ; 

37^, ^TTTOT, "TOTT 3rfi7fTOR ^ 6 TO 

^-TO (4) TO'ST^TtfTORt TO TOh TO^ fR, "4^ 

^ t W7WT ^ ^ iroW TO 37fKfTO7 

W ^ gro^H ^ TTTte TOTOT ^ Pff^ 

^ TOP[, HI§HC1I§'1 TO IRTTO TOC^ TOTt 37^.1^. 

frfBB ^ sflr ^ ^ ^ sTfriror 

B77 gror 37ftRtfTO fTOTOf 3^^T ?TBf ^ 3T^^t^ TB^ ^ 

^ srf.RJT.Tjft.-gt. W T7' 

t^rf^ I 
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iSH : 

31CTlWKm 

: 







1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

907/1-qll 

0 

OB 

5 

0 

09 

907/l'9i2 

0 

OB 

5 

0 

09 

907/lil3 

0 

OB 

5 

0 

09 

907/git 

0 

05 

0 

0 

12 

921/1'it 

0 

02 

5 

0 

05 

923/1^ 

0 

02 

5 

0 

05 

923/Rt 

0 

11 

5 

0 

28 

923/1^ 

0 

Ot 

5 

0 

11 

923/1^ 

0 

Ot 

5 

0 

11 

923/l| 

0 

Ot 

5 

0 

11 

930/1 

0 

OB 

5 

0 

09 

930/2 

0 

00 

5 

0 

09 

931/n^ 

0 

05 

5 

0 

16 

931/lit 

0 

Ot 

1 

0 

11 

931/2# 

0 

01 

0 

0 

OB 

932/1# 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

932/1# 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

931/2,T^ 

0 

01 

0 

0 

OB 

932/1# 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

932/2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

.02 

932/3 

0 

01 

5 

0 

Ot 

933/r# 

0 

07 

5 

0 

18 

933/6# 

0 

06 

5 

0 

21 

933/3# 

0 

20 

5 

0 

51 

934/1## 

0 

02 

0 

0 

06 

934/1## 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/1^9# 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/1## 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/1## 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/1## 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/ni;9## 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/10# 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/1## 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934 /I 15 B# 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/1## 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/lS‘«5^# 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/1%# 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/^ 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 


1 

34 

5 

3 

32 


nPT. n 12016/5/2008-%^-ni] 


New Delhi, the 4th March, 2008 

SLO. 594, —Whereas by Notification of the 
GovOTiment of India in the Ministty of Petroleum and Natural 
Gas S.O.N 0 .3262 Dt 07-08-06 issued under Sub Section (1) 
of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of Users in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962) (hweinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central 
GovOTunent declared its intention to acquire the Right of 
User in the lands specified in the Schedule appended to that 
Notification for the purpose of laying pipeline KWAM to 
ODALAREVU GCS in the State of Andhra Pradesh, a 
pipeline should be laid by the ONGC RJY; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette NotiHcations 
were made available to the public from 01-06-07; 

And whereas no objections have been received from 
the public for laying of the pipeline by the Competent 
Authority; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under 
Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the Right of 
User in the lands specified in the Schedule; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub-section (i) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the Right of User in the 
land specified in the Schedules appended to this 
Notification is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby directs that the Right of User in the 
land for laying the pipeline sh^l, instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vest, on this date of the publication 
of this dedaiation, in the ONGC, K.G. ProjectyRajahmundry 
Asset, free from encumbrances. 

SaS2)UL£ 


ROU Pipeline from KIWAM to Odalarevu QCS 


State; Andhra Pradesh 



Mandal: Allavaravm 

District: 

East Godavari 


Village 

Odalarevu 

R.S.N 0 . 

Hect¬ 

ares 

Ares 

Centi- Acres 

ares 

Cents 

T'"' . 

2 

3- 

4 

5^ 

6 

907/lApl 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

907/lAp2 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

907/lAp3 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

907/8P 

0 

05 

0 

0 

■ 12 

922/lP 

Q 

02 

5 

0 

05 

923/lA ' 

0 

02 

5 

0 

OS 

923/IB 

0 

11 

5 

0 

28 

923/lC 

0 

Ot 

5 

■ 0 

11 

923/lD 

0 

Ot 

5 

0 

11 

923/IE 

0 

Ot 

5 

0 

11 

93(V1 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

93(V2 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 
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1 

1 1 

2 

3 

4 

J 

5 

6 

931/llA * 

0 

06 

5 

0 

16 

931/lb ' 

0 

w 

5 

0 

11 

931/2B 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

932/lip 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

932/1^ 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

931/: 

A 

0 

01 

0 

0 

00 

932/ 

P 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

932^ i 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

932/3 

0 

01 

5 

0 


933/4) 

0 

07 

5 

0 

18 

933/< 

V 

0 

06 

5 

0 

21 

933/: 

^ ' 

0 

20 

5 

0 

51 

934/^ 


0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/1 

Cp 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/ 


0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/)Gp 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/|Jp 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/jKp 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/kp ! 

0 

02 

0 ' 

0 

05 

934/ 

Op j 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/ 

Gp 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/ 

Sp 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/ 

^^p 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

9344Wp ^ 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/|zp 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

934/IAP 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

TojAL: * 

1 

34 

5 

3 

32 


[F. No. 12016/5y2008-ONG-III] 
RAJ SEKHAR SKDAR, Under Secy. 


^ feft, 4 2008 

595 .—^ 

wf[TT^ .3TfsR>R ^ 3T^) 

1962(1961^50) SIMto 

w tj) ^ trra 3 ^ (i) ^ 

^3rcfi| sfk 

^r®!|T ^.ait. 3263, 07-08-2006 

^ it^ 31^5^ ■5^^.^. 

^ m 3IRI ^ Ti3?r ^ 

cn^ttn^-il (PC) 9R41'>)H) ^ittrwmRci^h ^ 
Irf^ t^^iA 0^ iFit'SR 0^ srRif^jTT 

^ ^ 3im^ 37F?r4 ^ ®Tt; 

sfR vw^ 3qftTT5{^ ^ 'gfM ^rmr ^ tiKte 

01-06-2007 ^^ ^ 

3^k ^ 3aWsi ^iRcH -ai^ 

^ ffOT-arfticHiO ^Ki Ri-MK m ^ w t sfk an'pra 

sfk 3nfM5FRt w ^ 

«iTTt (1) ^ 3R#T ^ I 


sfk «h'sO*< "^PcpR Rnlti '9^ tq-qii 

-wm, 3lk w«rH ^ ^ 1^ ^ ^ wr^ 

^ t, ^ sfiteR ^ 3 t4h 

^ ^ i; 

^:, m, ^ ^ 6 ^ 

(1) ^ ^ ^ lo; 

•cf Wl^ ^ ^3^1^ ^ 3lf«r5RK ^ 

3^^ 1%^ 'slltfl "f ; 

3|R, w^, ^ arN^m ^ki 6 ^ 

Ta-^TRi (4) ^RT "a^ ^fiPw^il a^rl^ «t)<^ 

^ f WWi fer^ ^ ^ w\ arTwr 

-Eitw y«hiJ^H ^ cTT^ ^ ■^’ 

^ ^ ^ ■SR<M ^ STt.-QTT. 

•^' ^ afk ^ ^ wtW ^ stTto^ 

' 3RFR 3lW%^ f^’^Flf afR ?Trff ^ 
t^cWRTf ■g^ art.'OTT.^.'Ft. "OvdigTs 

lifsfl si'll I 


31^ 


3tR.3Tt.^ -qi^Mdl^H 

■ : ^.■^.^.^. R dlilHT^I-13 ( PC) 

: 3Tf^-5r^ 



RSR ; 






^ :%5T 

3TRPRT. ■=f. 




■qefTg 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

20-2B2 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

IS^ 

0 

01 

5 

0 

04-1/2 

: 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 -1/2 


[a^. F. 12016/5/2008-3qti37Rft-III] 


TTii itm Ri'<5f)'4C 3 t^ 

New Delhi, the 4th March, 2008 

S.O.' 595.—Whereas by Notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural 
Gas S.O.No. 3262 dt 07-08-06 issued under Sub Section (1) 
of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of Users in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the Right of 
User in the lands specified in the Schedule appended to that 
Notification for the purpose of laying pipe line TPDD to 
TATIPAKA-13 (I/C) in the State of Andhra Pradesh, a pipeline 
should be laid by the ONGC-RJY; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette Notifications 
were made available to the public from 01 -06-07; 

And whereas no objections have been received from 
the public for laying of the pipeline by the Competent 
Authority; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under 
Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted 
report to the Central Government; 
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Atid whereas the Central Government, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the Right of 
User in the lands specified in the Schedule; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the Right of User in the 
land specified in the Schedules appended to this 
Notification is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby directs that the Right of User in the 
land forlaying the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vest, on this date of the publication 
ol this declaration, in the ONGC, K.G. Project/Rajahmuhdry 
Asset, free from encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 


ROU Pipeline from Tatipaka-13 Inter connection 


Slate; Andhra Pradesh 

Mandal :Mamidikuduru 

District: 

East Godavari 


Village: 

Geddada 

R.S.NO. 

Hect¬ 

ares 

Ares 

Centi- 

ares 

Acres 

Cents 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

^1-2B2 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

lt>-6C 

0 

01 

5 

0 

(M-1/2 

TGTAL 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09-1/2 


[F.No, 12016/5™8-ONG-in] 
RAJ SEKHAR SDCDAR, Under Secy. 


^ 4 2008 

^»r,3TT. 596.—^ oPi'ji 

1962 (1962^50) (1^ 31^^ 

"W i) ^ W 3 ^ ■3^-«rRT (1) ^ 

m-sn. 3265, 07-08-2006 ?RI, ^ aqftRi;^^ 

'U'JlltjTst ?RI STPy TPR iR.l^R.frT./l 5-23 ^ 
f^.fR.'qR. RFTRR MRql'JlHI ^ RRZm ^ 

31T?R ^ 0 ^ 

3fh W TTSTXRT 3qftR^ ^ -JlfcRT ^ RR^ 
07-06-2007 ^ ^ «ff; 

^ Tf ^ W 3Tr^‘ 
RT ?RI ^ W i affr 

kRT "W 

'Sffr R?fll yif^ebli) "5^ 3Rf«TfWf ^ «IRT 6 ^ ^- 

( 1 ) ^ 

^ RRjR ^ fkk TR ^raR ^ ^ 
alfr RF RRRPT ^ ^ RT % ^ ^ 


^ kRT 

m% 3TF, 3Tf«#RR ^ «rRT 6 ^ 

■SR-^TRI (1) ?RI RFR Tlterf ^ TRk RF 

arsk tWRlFT t ; 

affr, W^, ^ SrkfRR ^ «IRT 6 ^ 

FR-RRI (4) ?RI R>T y«ilu RF 

^ i kr ^ %T^ ^ ^ RR#! RJT aqflRJR 

FR kw ^ yeblVH ^ RRt?^ ^ 

Fk kuk R>T URTR RTeft Slt.T^R. 

k Pi fen elui ■sffr ci^hR, ^jfn k" ^h*iVi ^ sifRR^R, 
FR 3Tfq<lfed Pk^Rf sffr 7T?ff ^ 3TRk ^ RRt 
k "5^ 3Tt.'q=T.'3ft.R!. -^fki, Rsn^ irtz k 
Pfe kRT I 


3?^ 

SlRSTf.-^ : Pt.trt.Pt. 15-23 k 1r.1r TRT. rrt rr 






mmHEcKa 

kf^ : ■'1^ <ilqiciR 




RR : RFIRTR 

« 

.4_ N (■ 




#RR 

STRTRT, R, 

eRtitiR 



I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

169/na 

0 

08 

5 

0 

21 

146/4^ 

0 

01 

5 

0 

04 

145/5^ 

0 

13 

0 

0 

32 

145/kt 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

144/2 

0 

01 

5 

0 

Ol 

243/lR2Rff.k. 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

243/2^ 

0 

06 

0 

0 

15 

242/2R2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

242/2^1 

0 

06 

5 

0 

16 

181/1^ 

0 

01 

5 

0 

01 

181/1# 

0 

01 

5 

0 

Ol 

181/1# 

0 

04 

5 

0 

11 

181/k 

0 

07 

0 

0 

• 17 

181/2^ 

0 

m 

5 

0 

11 

240/2 

0 

05 

5 

0 

13 

239/2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

228/2 

0 

11 

5 

0 

28 

227/kt 

0 

05 

0 

0 * 

12 

221/2^ 

0- 

05 

5 

0 

13 

229/2^ 

0 

05 

5 

0 

14 

229/3# 

0 

06 

0 

0 

15 

229/3# 

0 

01 

5 

0 

Ol 

229/4# 

0 

02 

5 

0 

65 

229/4# 

0 

02 

5 

0 

65 

213/1# 

0 

04 

5 

0 

11 

230/2# 

0 

01 

5 

0 

Ol 

230/2# 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07 

230/6# 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

230/7# 

0 

04 

0 

0 

10 

224/1R/2/1 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

222/2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 


1 

26 

0 

3 

13 
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1 i 2 3 4 5 6 


55/2 

48/2 

49 / 2 ^ 

49/2q;i/2 


0 05 5 0 

0 05 5 0 

0 Ol‘ 5 0 

0 02 . 0 0 


16 

13 

11 

05 


7/^ * 

0 

05 

0 

0 

12 

ir^ 

0 

00 

5 

0 

001/2 

7/q^ 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

7/^1:^ ' 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

7/12- 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

71/^ 

0 

G2 

0 

0 

05 

7/^ i 

0 

01 

0 

0 

10 

7-3?fe i 

0 

05 

5 

0 

13 

\y\^ 

0 

07 

5 

0 

19 

13/2Nt 

0 

07 

5 

0 

18 

13/3Nt ! 

0 

09 

0 

0 

22 

ii/ri ’ 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

l4/3i\2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

\6/4ia 

0 

03 

0 

0 

06 

16/4^2 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

54/6V- 

0 

01 

5 

0 

11 

54/6^ 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

16/^^ 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

16/3^ 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

19/1^ 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

19/2^ 

0 

04 

0 

0 

10 

19/1^ 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

37/2 

0 

15 

5 

0 

38 

19/2# 

0 

m 

0 

0 

10 

19/3# 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

20/2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02»/2 

20/2## 

0 

01 

0 

0 

OP/2 

33/2 

0 

01 

5 

0 

11 

32/3# 

0 

12 

0 

0 

30 

38/4# 

0 

01 

5 

0 

01 

58/1132 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

58/l#2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

58/l#l 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

57/1# 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

57/1# 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

57/1# 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

56/6T33 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

56/6#2 

0 

01 

5 

0 

01 


49I7^QJ2 0 07 5 0 19 

50/4T12 0 OS 0 0 08 

49/2^3 0 00 5 0 01 

50/5W 0 06 5 0 21 

51/3 0 01 0 0 03 

51/2 0 00 5 0 01 

51/4^ 0 00 5 0 01 






18/1# 

0 

06 

0 

0 

15 

l8/2Ta 

0 

05 

5 

0 

13 

16-9# 

0 

05 

5 

0 

13 

17/3# 

0 

05 

5 

0 

13 

17/4# 

0 

05 

5 

3 

14 

17/5# 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

14/8^12 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07 

14/8#2 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

14/S#2 

0 

03 

0 

0 

08 

13/3# 

0 

01 

0 

0 

10 

13/4# 

. 0 

01 

0 

0 

10 

12/2. 

0 

01 

5 

0 

11 

l3/9tl2 

0 

08 

0 

0 

20 

12/3. 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07 

\24/m 

0 

01 

5 

0 

11 

m/T^ 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

195/7#2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

194/3#2 

0 

03 

0 

0 

08 

195/8# 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

194/3#1 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

194/2#3 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

194/2#2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

10 

194/#.#.2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

10 

\94/4^ 

0 

00 

5 

^ 0 

01 




[^n—3(ii)] 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

172/4152 

0 

14 

0 

0 

35 

197/2^ 

0 

(B 

$ 

-0 

09 

197/3^ 

0 

05 

5 

0 

14 

198/2^ 

0 

07 

5 

0 

19 

19^/3^ 

0 

Gl 

0 

0 

02 

193/li?t 

0 

07 

0 

0 

17 

m/29^ 

0 

05 

0 

0 

12Vli 


0 

05 

5 

0 

13 

191/2^ it 

0 

05 

0 

0 

l2Vi 

190/2^ it 

0 

01 

0 

0 

OWi 

1906 

0 

01 

0 

0 

.02 

186/2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

185/lit2^ 

0 

02 

0 

0 

06 

185/2q2it 

0 

(B 

0 

0 

07 

185/2152 it 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

185/2152it 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

185/2it3 

0 

01 

5 

0 

04 

183/1152 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02^ 

183/lil2 

0 

(B 

0 

0 

07 

183/3it 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

184/3it 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

226/lil2 

0 

03 

0 

0 

08 

226/2151 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

226/lit2 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

226/2it2 

0 

« 

0 

0 

K) 

226Git 

0 

05 

5 

0 

14 

170/2152 

0 

09 

5 

0 


227/2 

0 

01 

5 

0 

W 

169/lit 

0 

07 

0 

0 

17 

173/3itit 

0 

01 

5 

0 

04 

173/3itqt 

0 

01 

5 

0 

04Vi 

173/3it 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

173/4# 

0 

Ot 

0 

0 

10 

172/5152 

0 

03 

0 

0 

08 

163/1# 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

163/2# 

0 

02 

0 ‘ 

0 

05 

164/4# 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

164/6# 

0 

03 

0 

0 

08 

149/2 

0 

01 

5 

' 0 

03 

149/3^ 

0 

01 

Q 

0 

om 

235/2# 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

235/3# 

0 

08 

0 

0 : 

06 

236^ 

0 

01 

5 

0 

W 

vna 

0 

W 

5 

4) 

n 

237/4 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06^ 

237/3 

0 - 

02 

0 

0 

05 

237/6 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

238/4# 

0 

08 

5 

0 

09 

237/5 

. 0 

08 

0 

0 

07 

13/4# 

0 

01 

5 

0 

W 


2 


5 

6 

OSVi 


pPT. 12016/5/2008-3Ttl??T^-in] 
TR im 3T3R 


New Delhi, tiie 4th March, 2008 

S.O. 596,—whereas by Notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum, and 
Natural Gas S.O.No. 3265 dt 07-08-06 issued under Sub- 
Section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minonls IMpe 
Lines (Acquisition of Ri^t Of Uso^ in Land) Act, 1962 (50 
of 1962) h^in after referred to as the said Act), die Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the Right of 
User in the lands specified in the Schedule appended to 
that Notification for the purpose of laying pipe line PSP-15 
& 23 to GCS NAGARAM in the State of Andhra Pradesh, 
a pipeline should be laid by the ONGC - RJY; 

And whereas copies of die said Gazette Notifications 
were made available to the public from 07-06-07., 

And whereas no objecticms have been received from 
the public to lying of the pipeline by the Competent 
Authority; 

And Whoeas the Competent Authority has under 
Sub-Section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted 
report to the Central Government; 

And Whereas the Central Government, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the Ri^ of 
User ^ the lands specified in the Schedule. 

Now, Therefore, in exercise of die powers conferred 
by Sub-Section (i) of Section 6 of the said Act, theOentra! 
Government hereby declares that the Rightof User indie 
land specified in the Schedules appended to this 
Notification is hereby acquired for laying the pipe line; 

And Furtho^ in exercise of die powers omdRened 
Sub-Section (4) of Section 6 of die said Act, the Central 
(jovemment hereby directs diat the Rigjht of User in die 
land for laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesln^in die. 
Central Government, vest, on this date of die publicadon' 
of this declaration, in the ONGC, K.G.PFoject Rajahmundry 
Asset, free from encumbrances. 


885 GI/08-^ 
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SCHQXJLE 

flron PSP-15 ft 23 Id GCS Nilfanuii 


FMesh 


Kfandal rMamidilniduni 


Godavari 


V^Uagp : Nagaram 


RS.No. i Hectares Ares Centiares Acres Cents 


16^^ 1 0 

14^ i 0 

14^ 0 

14^ ! 0 


4^ 


I 

24:4A2o|p 0 

24':/2B2 \ 0 

24:J/2A2 

1 

24:^1 

Isj/IB 

tsvic 

1 

tg^lD 

Ig^lE I 

1811^ I 

24C^2 I 

239jr2 i 

22^ . I 
227hB I 
227i2B 
229|2B I 
22^3 ^ 

229(30 , 

229(48 
229(48 
2ia^ 

230128 I 

23q|x: I 
230(58 


GB 

(H 

13 

00 

(H 

02 

05 

01 

05 

01 

01 

M 

07 

M 

05 

01 

II 

05 

05 

05 

05 

01 

02 

02 

m 

01 

(B 

03 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


21 

w 

32 

01 

M 

05 

15 
(B 

16 
04 
M 
11 
17 
11 
13 
(B 
28 
12 

13 

14 

15 
M 

.065 
^ 065 
11 
04 
07 
09 



District: 

East Godavari 

ViU^: 

Mamidikuduru 

RS.No. 

Hectares 

Ares 

Oentiaxes 

Acres 

Cents 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7/K2 

0 

05 

0 

0 

12 

IKS, 

0 

00 

5 

0 

OOi^ 

7/H2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

7/U 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

7/12 

0 

01 

0 

0 

OB 

7/J2 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

7/Q2 

0 

04 

0 

0 

10 

7-R2 

0 

05 

5 

0 

13 

13/18 

0 

07 

5 

0 

19 

13/28 

0 

07 

5 

0 

18 

13/38 

0 

09 

0 

0 

22 

Il/IA 

0 

(B 

5 

0 

09 

I4/3D2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

16/4D2 

0 

OB 

0 

0 

08 

16/4E2 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

54/6A2 

0 

04 

5 

0 

11 

54/6B2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

16/58 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

16/5C 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

19/18 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

19/28 

0 

04 

0 

0 

10 

19/lC 

0 

(B 

5 

0 

09 

37/2 

0 

15 

5 

0 

38 

19/2C 

0 

04 

0 

0 

10 

19/38 

0 

01 

0 

0 

OB 

20/2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

Q2V4 

2G/aGP 

0 

01 

0 

0 

OlV^a 

33/2 

0 

04 

5 

' 0 

11 

32G8 

0 

12 

0 

0 

30 

38/48 

0 

01 

5 

0 

04 

58/1A2 

0 

OB 

5 

0 

09 

58/1D2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

OB 

58/lCl 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

57/18 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

57/lC 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

57/lD 

0 

OB 

5 

0 

09 

56/6A3 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 





3(u)] 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

56ASB2 

0 

01 

5 

0 

04 

55/2 

0 

06 

5 

0 

16 

43/2 

0 

06 

5 

0 

13 

49/2B2 

0 

04 

5 

0 

11 

49/2A1/2 

0 

02 

0 

0 

06 

49/2A2/2 

0 

07 

5 

0 

19 

5(V4A2 

0 

(B 

0 

0 

OB 

49/2B3 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

5(V5A2/2 

0 

OB 

5 

0 

21 

51/3 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

51/2 

0 

00 

5 

0 

(H 

51/4GP 

0 

00 

5 

0 

(H 

TOTAL: 

1 

69 

5 

4 

IBV^ 


State: Andhra Pradesh 


Mandal :MamkKkudimi 

Dkitrict: 

East Godavari 

Village: Pasariapudi 

R.S.No. 

Hectares 

Ares 

Centiares 

Acres 

Cents 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

18/IB 

0 

OS 

0 

0 

15 

18/2A2 

0 

06 

5 

0 

13 

16>» 

0 

06 

3 

0 

13 

17/3B 

0 

06 

5 

0 

13 

17/4B 

0 

06 

5 

0 

14 

17/5B 

0 

02 

0 

0 


14/8A2 

0 

(B 

0 

0 

07 

t4/8B2 

0 

02 

0 

0 

06 

14/8C2 

0 

03 

0 

0 

OB 

13/3B 

0 

04 

0 

0 

10 

13/4B 

0 

04 

0 

0 

iO 

12/2 

0 

M 

5 

0 

11 

13j9A2 

0 

OB 

0 

0 

20 

12/3 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07 

124/1A2 

0 

04 

5 

0 

11 

19:V2A 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

195/7B2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

194/3B2 

0 

03 

0 

0 

OB 

m/m 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

194/3CI 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

194/^ 

0 

01 

0 

0 

OB 

194/2B2 

0 

04 

0 

0 

K) 

194/1F2 

0 

04 

0 

0 

M) 

194/4A 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

172/4A2 

0 

14 

0 

0 

36 

197/2B 

0 

OB 

5 

0 

09 

197GC2 

0 

06 

5 

0 

14 

198/2B 

0 

07 

5 

0 

19 

198/3B 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

19V1B 

0 

07 

0 

0 

17 

191/2AP 

0 

06 

0 

0 

124i 

191/2BP 

0 

06 

5 

0 

13 

191/2BP 

0 

06 

0 

0 

124i 

190IQOP 

. 0 

01 

0 

0 

014^ 

190^ 

0 

CH 

0 

0 

0216 

186/2 

0 

(M 

0 

0 

OB 

185/1B2GP 

0 

02 

0 

0 

06 

18S/2A2P 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07 

18S/2A2FO 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

18S/2A2P 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

18S42A3 

0 

OH 

5 

0 

04 

183/1A2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

0246 

183/182 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07 

183/3B 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

184GB ' 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

226/1B2 

0 

03 

0 

0 

OB 

226/2A1 

0 

01 

0 

0 

0246 

226aC2 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

226/2B2 

0 

04 

0 

0 

M) 

726/m 

0 

06 

5 

0 

14 

\W2A2 

0 

09 

5 

0 

24 

227/2 

0 

(H 

5 

0 

04 

169/lB • 

0 

07 

0 

0 

17 

173/3BP 

0 

01 

5 

0 

0446 

173GBP 

0 

01 

5 

0 

0446 

173/3C 

0 

00 

3 

0 

01 

173/4B 

0 

04 

0 

0 

H) 
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li 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

172/15 A2 

0 

03 

0 

0 

08 

163AB 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

163/^ 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

164^ 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

164^ 

0 

08 

0 

0 

08 

149^ 

0 

01 

5 

0 

031^2 

149/0GP : 

0 

01 . 

0 

0 

01»/2 

235/^ 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

235/^B 

0 

08 

0 

0 

08 

236/^ 

0 

01 

5 

0 

m 

237/^ 

0 

W 

5 

0 

11 

237/4 

0 

02 

5 

0 

om 

237/B 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

237/6 

0 

08 

5 

0 

09 

23S/|ffi 

0 

08 

5 

0 

09 

237/5 

0 

08 

0 

0 

Of? 

13/4C 

0 

01 

5 

0 

m 

T0t[aL: 

2 

43 

5 

6 

Q5V^ 


. [F. No. 12016/5/2008-ONaiII] 
i RAJ SEKHAR SKDAR, Under Secy. 

^ 4 2008^ 

597,—«<«*»!< ^ 3r\t 

(j»jpT ^ 3?teR ^ ar^) sifferf^Fm, 

196^(196^^50) 

t) ^ vm 3 ^ ^-«iRT (1) ^ awh ■orrtt, 
’m<d|W«bKl^^5^rf^FR3flTlll*J>fcl* ^ aqftRJ^ 

^.3ni 3266, TIT^ 07-08-2006 ?m, ^ 

^ ^ aqt.TFT.^.'Pt. ^.-sft. 

Tl^ ^ 3TRJ TRI 1^* ^ 

STR.'^.^l^i hR^'I'sHI -Rim ^ -5^ 

WlBT^ ^ ^ %T3; 37f«T^ Rq 

3T^ ^ # arr^ aim ^ ^ 

sfri’^TT^m ^ iit^-31^ ^ 

07-C|6-2007 ^ ^ ^ ^ «fif; 

^ aflh 4|§M(ril§d ^ m'tl ^ iRm ^ W 
R3 Tl|8iR3ITft7^l(l fiKI W % aPR^^M 

^ ■RRlIt; 


VRT (I) ^ anllR ^?5N ^ ^ ^ i i 

a^hc ^ ft^ ^ ^ 

alk ^ ^RT^lH ?) -sn^ % -aRd ^jfiT WFTI?^ 
^ Rriy, ar^f^FT ^ ^ ar^f^ 

^ n^Fnf''i<4 f^FH 

ard:, a!?f»Tf^^ ^ 6 ^ 

^-«rm (1) ?Ri 11^ ^iHw^T ^ inih] ^ 
t % w 3Tfti^;RRT ^ -4' 

wr «iW f^ ^ ^ 

ar^RlmT wt ; 

aflr, ^ 6 ^ 

^-«rra (4) iRT Ti^^ ^ "R? 

^ tli^ ^ %T^ ^ ^ a?f«i^ 

^ iRtRtTTT ^ y'oblVH ^ ?TTte ■mJR '4' 

«('am<, Hi5H<r!iii'i ^ y«i|c< ^Tclt art.^Fl- 

W1^ #n aflr <T|Rlt, ^ a?f%T^ 

W ■5ra>R 3Tf*Rt^ 1^^' all^ ?l?if e^ 3T^ ^ ■?T^ 

f^lcrmf ^ ^ aqt.TFT.'5ft,‘Rt. w 

I 


aiR.afr.^ 'Hf'wnf'i; aiR.its.^ftr ^ 3nT.%5.%'^ 


TRl : aTRJTI^ 




:%lFrRf# 

;Rf^‘Tkraft 



■Rfcl : 


afiRT^. R. 


T^?f 


^*f>S 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


6 

175/2^ 

0 

03 

0 


0 

08 

175/311 

0 

08 

0 


0 

08 

175 / 3 ^ 

0 

02 

5 


0 

06 

175/3Rt 

0 

02 

0 


0 

05 

175/3^ 

0 

01 

0 


0 

02 

174/8T^ 

0 

01 

5 


0 

01 

174/8R1 

0 

01 

0 


0 

03 

174/8^ 

0 

02 

5 


0 

06 

174/8^ 

0 

01 

0 


0 

02 

l74/8f 

0 

01 

0 


0 

02 

174/8^Rf 

0 

02 

5 


0 

06 

174/8^ 

0 

01 

0 


0 

03 

174G'9t 

0 

00 

5 


0 

01 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

i74y4it 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07 

173/1 

0 

03 

0 

0 

08 

173/2 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07 

173/3 

p 

03 

0 

b 

07 

173/4 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07^ 

172/4i 

0 

• 12 

0 

0 

30* 

161/^(^^ 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

162/41 (cftHRf) 

0 

20 

5 

0 

51 

144/# 

0 

Ot 

0 

0 

10 

: 

0 

75 

0 

1 

85 


[m ^r.. 12016/5/2008-3ftl?^-Bl3 
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New Delhi, the 4th March, 2008 

S.O. 597.—Whereas by Notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas S.O.No. 3266 dt 07-08-06 issued und^ Sub- 
Section (1) of Section 3 of die Petroleum and Minors 
Lines (Acquisition of lUght Of Us^ in Land) Act, 1 %2 (50 
of 1962) herein after referred to as die said Act), the (i!mtral 
Gov^nment declared its inteidioo to acquire die Right of 
User in the luids ^lecified in the Sdiedule appended to 
that Notification for the purpose of laying ]Mpe line RZAB 
to RZAA in die State of Andhra Pradesh, a pipdine should 
be laid by the ONQC - RJY; 

And whaeas copies of the said Gazette Nodfleadons 
were made avsulable to die public hom 07-06-07 

And whereas no objections have been received from 
the public to lying of the pipeline by. the Coinpetent 
Authority; 

And Whereas the Competent Audiority has under 
sub-Section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted 
report to the Central Government; 

And Whereas the Central Government, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the Right of 
User in the lands specified in the Schedule. 

Now, Th^fore, in excise of the powers conferred 
by sub-secdon (i) of Section 6 of the said Act, the C^tral 
Government hereby declares that the Ri^t of User in the 
land specified in the Schedules appended to this 
Noddeation is hereby acquired for laying the pipe line; 


And Further in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-secdon (4) of Secdon 6 of the said Act, the Central 
'Government hereby directs that ^ Right tif User in the 
land for laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesdng in the 
Central Govonmrat, vest, on this date of the publicadon 
of diis declaradon, in the GNGC, K.Gi^ject/Rajahmundry 
Asset, free from mcumlnances. 

SCHEnULE 

ROU FD^ LINE FROM RZAB to. RZAA 
State: Amfiira Pradesh b^mdaliBamanchili 


District: WestGodavari 

Village: Yenuguvanilaidca 

R.S.NO. Heaaies 

Ares 

Cendares 

Acres 

Cents 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5, 

6 

175/2P 

0 

03 

0 

0 

08 

175/3A 

0 

03 

0 

0 

08 

175/3C 

0 

02 

5 

0 

05 

175/38 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

i75/3D 

0 

(n 

0 

0 

02 

174/8A 

0 

01 

5 

0 

04 

174/8B 

0 

QI 

0 

0 

03 

174/8C 

0 

02 

5 

0 

05 

174/gD 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

174/8E 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

i74/8F 

0 

02 

5 

0 

05 

174/8G 

0 

01 

0 

0 

f 

03 

174/3P 

0 

00 

5 

0 ^ 

01 

n4/4P 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07 

173/1 

0 

03 

0 

0 

08 

im 

Q 

03 

0 

0 

07 

173/3 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07 

173M ^ 

0 

03 

P 

0 

07 

i72/P 

0 

12 

0 

0 

30 

161/P(Canal) 

0 

oi 

0 

0 

02 

162/P(Caiml) 

0 

20 

5 

0 

51 

144/P 

0 

04' 

0 

0 

10 

TOTAL: 

0 

75 

0 

1 

85 
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M 4 2008 

WT.SIT.j 598.—^^^ ^ 4k 

(^ 4 wrki 4 
1962 :1962 W 50) 

^ ^RT 3 ^ ’S^-WS (1) ^ 

4^ ^.3n. 13267, TTRt^ 07’‘08-2006 SRT, ^ 

4 4 faif^ff^ tfjpT 4 4t.T^=?.'3ft.4t. ^.4t. 

l<rin^T^ ski 3iri ^ tfj*i 4 4 rf^-5 4 4rt)r-i i 


f43T^ k ^ ^ ^ 3 t4^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ «4; 

4k <.i'j»H3i «j>^ Tif?rkf 4^ aiOo 

07-06^2007 4 ^ ^ 

pk 4 44« 4 ■^RtiT 4 lira 3?nNf 

^ ^ Tpn 14k ^ 

wt; 

^ 4 aiRiiRm 41 «rm 6 4t 

■3W^|(i) 4| awN 44N 4t 3n4t 1^ i 

^ 4 -3^ 'qr ^ 4 

4k w^ih 4 ■5it 4 'qr t4 -a^ tjf4 qi$Mdi$H 
fei414 3T4te 4, ^q4n 4 ^ 

^r 4 "^4 f4^ 4; 

4ci:, 3p.4^^R^,‘3^a4MRFm4t W 6 4t 
"^WRij (I) 4 tt iPTEf viHkiqT ^ Tr4q «i»t4 ^ 4 quii 

f ^ ^3? atftRjjqqr 4 45rq 313^ 4 t¥4f^ 3^ 
^^44 4 wWi 4 1^ wrkr 4 aprf^^^ ^ 
ar^q ■ar^ 

4k, 4|4q ^Rq»R, arfMfqqq 4t w 6 4t 
aqt?Ri|(4) "g}^ Tj^ qTf4i4 "qq ■sr4q ^r 4 'l^, fq^^T 4^ 
t4 m§f4di§q 4 ^ 4 aq4q qq arfqqnr ^ 

4quii 4 Wji^h 4t di(i(a 4 «i)qOq w<»»r 4 fqfiid 44 4 
qan^, kT?q^ 1lf3r4 qq TR<nq qR4 qi4t 4 ^. 153 . 4 . 4 ^. 4 
Iqf^ ^ 4^q5qft, ijfk 4 44 aqqkr 4 srtqqjR ^ 3R^ 
aTfiktf^1qq*j4 4k7!443T4qTg4^3T4 
tj'w aif.i^q.qft.^., 4.^4. 4f4q, 1^12 4 fq%q eVu 1 

315 ^ 


sTR.#.^ qwnfq 

: l4fl-5 4 ITO- 

11 




: 


I^RTT mIsHiR 



44 

:?^4sT 

3?R^1 q. ^ 4^154 q4 

44ti4 

15 ^ 

4qsH 

44/34 0 

08 

5 

0 

21 

42/i4 0 

07 

5 

0 

18 

43/^ 0 

01 

0 

0 

OS 

^ ; i 0 

-:— 1 -' 1 

17 

0 

0 

41 

.A 


31^ 4^ f4q>q^, arq^ 'wRiq 


New Delhi, the 4th March, 2008 

S.O. 598.—^Whereas by Notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas S.O. No. 3267 dated 07-08-06 issued under 
sub-section (1) of Section 3 ofthePetroleum and Minerals 
IHpe Lines (Acquisition of Right of Users in Land) Act. 
1962 (SO of 1962) herein after referred to as the said Act, 
die Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the Right of User in the lands specified in the Schedule 
appended to that Notification for the purpose of laying 
pipe line Mori-5 to Mori-11 in the State of Andhra Pradesh, 
a pipeline should be laid by the ONGC - RJY; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette Notifications 
were made available to the public from 07-06-07; 

And whereas no objections have been received from 
the public to lying of the pipeline by the Competent 
Authority; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the Right 
of User in the lands specified in the Schedule; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby declares that the Right of 
User in the land specified in the Schedules appended to 
this Notification is herrfiy acquired for l^ing the pipdine; 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the. Central 
Government hereby directs that the Right of User in the 
land for laying the pipdine shall, instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vest, on this date of the publication 
of this declaration, in the ONGC, K.G. Project/ 
Rajahmundiy Asset, free from encumbrances. 


SOMXILE 


ROU PIPE LINE FROM MORI^ TO MORl-11 

State: Andhra Pradesh 

Mandal: Malikipuram 

District: East Godavari 

Village; Irusumanda 

R.S.NO. 

Hectares Ares 

Centi 

Ares 

Ares 

Cents 

44/3P 

0 

06 

5 

0 

21 

42/lP 

0 

07 

5 

0 

18 

43/P 

0 

01 

0 

0 

OS 

TOTAL 

0 

17 

0 

0 

42 
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4 2008 » 

?Br.3IT. 599.—^ 3?k 

WJWl 4lfi»4,K^3?^) ajftlfiraR, 

1962 (1962 ^50) (1^ 

4^81 w i) ^ ^ra 3 ^ il) ^ 

^HIW 311^5^ 

^.3n. 4572, (frths 22-11 H)6 ?m, ^ 31 Pt^<4I it 

TPSW^J^v ffl<I M^Vl it% ^ Hn!!iy-1 

m wm ^ ^ -qft^ ^ q i 4Mai84 

1^1^ irahR ^ ^ ^ ^ 3^ 

3R^ aim^i ^ ^iW»n ^ «ft; 

afK -3145! wm 3lfin5^ ^ llftRf 'aRm -ap^ (irttel 

07-06-2007 ^ ^ ^ «ft; 

3?k qiTOT^q ^ ^aRtu it qro aiiW 
qr 3iT fiR> T <l gif ^ t l wi w t ajk 3R:|i^id 
qn: t?rqr qqi t"; 

^ WT 3Tf^4»jd ^ ^ aifqpm ^ ino 6 ^ 

afftr wi^ ^ ■a^ 
q?qT^ 3^ q? «qwR ^ qn^ qr ^ ■aq^i ^ 
farar^ afr^fiera t, -3^4’ aqqtn aifiigpR apt arafq 
q»T^> qq f^Piyqq ftpqr t; 

am:, a^q,fl6q^^4^RqnT,^3?fi?fqqq q^ 

^aqqro (i) qqq qir<wqT qji qqh ^ -arr 

qR^ f % ^ ^ 3p5^ 1^ ^ 

’jftqf qi^q^TRR 'i: ^aq®^ adteR qrr 

f^qr qrai t; 

qfk, -aqq aifq^m ^ ^rt 6 q»^ 

^qro (4)?RTqq^ ?rf^ qaqqh^^^^i^ 

1^ qi^q^iiq -4 qji arfMqjR ?r 

qhmt qqn^rq ^ crr^hsr Riq?R^‘ t5il%q ^ 

arsTR., qi5q<fnf4 m qRM ^ ^ 

it^lt ^ qjqft, ^ ^ ^ -sqqtq aqfqqiR, ?R 
vmt srfWra W«Hf 3?k qmf 3fn^)q iq, qtft 
^ ^ aRt.q?d.'5^t.^., ■^.■5^. xiqr}^ tRia ^ 
'^1 

31^ 

3TR.#.^ Mi^ciifH : aFirc.^. ^ TOj? aft.^.qR.-! 


Tiaq : ;qHl TO 


: 


;qftqqqtqiqift 


qfq ;^33qpftRqjT 

3?Rqq. q. tq^ 


qq^ 


i 2 3 

4 

5 

6 

144 0 29 

Q 

G 

72V4 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

152^10 

0 

05 

5 

0 

m 

152/11 

0 

08 

5 

0 • 

09 

152/12 

0 

08 - 

0 

0 

07 

152M 

0 

02 

5 

0 

05 

152/6^ 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

1525 

0 

08 

0 

0 

08 

152/241 

0 

02 

0 

0 

(m 

152/241 

0 

02 

0 

0 

os^ 

156^41 

0 

OB 

0 

0 

(m 

156/3^ 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

156/341 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

156« 

0 

CB 

5 

0 

09^ 

156/241 

' 0 

01 

0 

p 

0316 

156/25f 

0 

02 . 

0 

b 

, 05Vi 

155/4# 

0 

(H ' 

5 

0 

W 

155/4q 

0 

01 

5 

0 


155/iq 

0 

W 

0 

0 

1056 

182/1^ 

0 

W 

5 

♦ 0 

IIV^ 

155/341 

0 

01 

5 

0 

04^ 

155/341 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02^ 

155/1#41 

0 

OB 

0 

0 

08 

i5yi#41 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02% 

182/1# 

0 

OB 

0 

0 

07 

183/341 

200/7 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

183/341 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

183/2 

0 

07 

5 

0 

19 

189/1# 

20(V3# 

0 

05 

5 

0 

1356 

189/1# 

0 

OB 

0 

0 

8V6 

ma 

0 

OB 

0 

0 

07% 

18^1# 

0 

€B 

0 

0 

7% 

189/1# 

0 

OB 

0 

0 

07 

190/1# 

0 

05 

5 

0 

13% 

190/1# 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

20(V3# 

0 

02 

5 

0 

05 

19C/2# 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

190/2# 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

i9cyiq 

0 

05 

0 

0 

12 

191/1# 

0 

02 

G 

0 

05 

2 im 

0 

07 

0 

0 

17% 

200/4 

0 

OB 

5 

0 

09 

200/2 

0 

W 

5 ‘ 

0 

11% 

199/1 

0 

09 

0 

, 0 

22% 

199/2 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07% 

20G/1 

0 

06 

0 

0 

15% 

193/3# 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 
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1 

2 3 

4 

.j 

-- 

193/3# 

0 02 

5< 

0 

06 

211/# 

0 06 

5 

0 

1614 

\56m 

0 02 

0 

0 

0514 

^ £^lJL 

■#5 2 

^ i 

5 

4 

007^ 

--—T*-- ■ 

Tfjq i 381^ 





■nra : 







1 

2 3 

4 

5 

6 

--i-- 

" n ni 

0 

0 

08 


224 

208' 

209 

16in 

16lb 

2\6 

45yfe 

213 

im 

\90a 

18(7/1'^ 

18f7/l'^ 

mv^ 

177/2^ 

\prz^ 

l77/2^ 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


01 

05 

M 

03 

01 

01 

M 

17 

14 

15 
04 
(E 
06 
08 
01 


0 

5 

0 

0 

5 

0 

0 

0 

5 


0. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


^77/1 

178/2^; 

178/2^ 

178/2^ 

n8/m 

181/11^ 

^181/16^ 

'i8i/ioa 

181/1041 

181/5-2 

181/5-1 

I81/24t 

164/1^ 

164/8t 

164/8^ 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


03 

01 

01 

02 

02 

02 

04 

08 

02 

08 

05 

02 

08 

01 

08 

08 

04 

02 

01 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5 

5 

0 

0 

5 

0 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

5 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5 

5 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5 

0 

0 


08 

14‘/2 

10 

08Vi 

04 

02Vi 

10 

42Vi 

36 

37 
10 
05 
15 
08 
04 
09 

03Vi 

<BV2 

06*/2 

05‘>4 

05Vi 

11 

07 

06 

08 

m 

05 

08 

08 

08 

08 

WVi 

06*/2 

08 


164/7^ 
164/2,3 
164/4^1 
164/4^ 
161/5^ 
\6\/6^ 
160/7^ 
160/2^ 
160/6^ 
156/2^ 
45/4it 
45/1'^ 
46/3^ 
46/3^ 

63A7 
63/8^ 
63/8it 
65/11^ 
65/11'^ ■ 
65/11^ 
65/1 m 
65/10 
65/9 
71/4 
71/3 
71/1 
161/3 
161/4 
72/1 
72/6 
68/1^ 
68/2 
72/7 
68/11^ 
112/4^ 
112/4# 
112/1 
111 

no/# 

65/5# 

65/5# 

223/8R 

223/8# 

22319^ 

178/2 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


01 
01 
01 
01 
01 
02 
08 
08 
08 
02 
06 
05 
05 
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0 

0 

0 

5 

0 

5 
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0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


08 

05 

04 

04 

01 

02 

02 

01 

02 

01 

08 

08 

06 

01 

01 

12 

08 

02 

05 


0 

0 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5 

5 

0 

0 

5 

0 

5 

5 


5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


5 

5 

0 

5 

5 

0 

0 

5 

0 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


03‘/2 

08 

02 

08 

04^2 

05V2 

09 

07V2 

07*/2 

06 

15 

12^2 

12 

30 

m 

11 

11 

03V2 

05 

06 

03V^ 

06V^ 

04 

09^/2 

09 

15 

04 

04*/2 

301/2 

07 

06 

12‘/2 




04 

0 

0 

10*72 

02 

5 

0 

06 

07 

5 

0 

19*4 

02 

5 

0 

0614 

09 

5 

0 

24 

07 

5 

0 

19 

08 

0 

0 

07 

02 

5 

0 

06 

02 

5 

0 

06 

05 

5 

0 

13 

08 

0 

0 

08 

06 

0 

0 

1514 

02 

0 

0 

0514 

09 

0 

7 

6314 


1 
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TII5 

0 

05 

, 5 

0 

14 

77y2:^ 

0 

W 

0 

0 

K) 

77/2il 

0 

W 

t) 

0 

10 

73/1 

0 

09 

0 

0 

22^6 

im 

0 

06 

0 

0 

15 


0 

05 

5 

0 

14 

T2n(% 

0 

06 

0 

0 

20 

72/24 
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5 

0 

21 

68/2 

0 

09 

5 

0 


68/4 

0 

09 

5 

0 

23 

63/4 

0 

17 

5 

0 

43 

62/34 

0 

07 

5 

0 

18Vi 


0 

95 

0 

2 

35 
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4^ 

84/24 

0 

06 

0 

0 
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New Delhi, the 4th March, 2008 

S.O. 599.—•Whereas by Notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas S.O. No. 4572 dated 22-11-06 issued undttf 
sub- section (1) of Section-3 of die Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipe Lines ( Acquisition of Right of Users in Land) Act, 
1962 (50 of 1962) herein after referred to as the said Act, 
the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the Right of User in the lands specified in the Schedule' 
ap{)ended to that Notification for the purpose of laying 
pipe line RZAA to NARSAPUR OCS-l in the State of 
Andhra Pradesh, a pipeline should be laid by the 
ONGC-RJY; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette 
Notifications were made available to the public from 
07-OW)7; 

And whereas no objections have been received 
from the public to lying of the pipeline by the Competent 
Authority; 

And whereas the Competent Audiority has undor 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted 
report to the Central Government; 


And whereas the Central Government, after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the Right 
of User in the lands specified in the Schedule; 

Now, Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (i) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the Right of User in the 
land specified in the Schedules appended to this 
Notification is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further in exercise of the powers confuted by 
sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the. Central 
Government hereby directs that the Right of User in the 
land for laying the pipeline shall, instep of vesting in the 
Central Government, vest, on this date of the publication 
of this declaration, in die ONGC, K.G. Project/Rajahmundiy 
Asset, free from encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


ROU Eine From RZAA to Narsapiw GCS-1 

State: Andhra Pradesh 

Manctel: 

Elamanchili 

District: 

West Godavari 

Village: Yenuguvanilanka 

R.S.NO. 

Hectares Ares 

Cent! Acres 
Ares 

Cents 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

144 

0 

29 

0 

0 

72^2 

152/10 

0 

.06 

5 

0 
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152/11 

, 'o 

03 

5 

0 
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03 
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07 
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0 
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06 
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0 

0 

05^ 
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0 

03 

0 

0 
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02 

0 

0 

05 

156/3P 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

156/8 

0 

03 

5 

0 

cm 

{56nc 

0 

CM 

0 

0 
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0 

02 

0 

0 
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0 

01 

5 

0 

oi 

155A1A 

0 

01 

5 

0 

m 

155/lA 

0 

W 

0 

0 
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0 

W 

5 

0 

\m 
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0 

01 

5 

0 

am 
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0 

01 

0 

0 

am 
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0 

(B 

0 

0 

06 
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0 

01 

0 

0 

021^ 

182/lC 

0 

03 

0 

0 
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SUte: 

Ai^hra Pradesh 

Nfondal: Narsapur 

Di^c 

— * — 

t:'^est Godavari 

Villose: Navarasapuram 

RS.No. 1 Hectares Ares 

Ccriti 

Acres 

Cents 

1 



Ares 
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01 
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03 
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01 
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05 
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3 

09 

0 

7 

63% 

State: Andhra Rradesh 
District: West Godavari 

Man^: Narsqnir 

Vill^: Madhavaipal«n 

R.S.NO. 

Hectares Ares 

Cent! 

Arcs 

Acres 

Cents 

n/5 

0 

05 

5 

0 

14 
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0 

M 
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0 

10 
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2A 
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5 
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23 
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17 

5 

0 

43 
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5 

0 
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TOTAL: 

0 


0 

2 



State: Andhra Iftadesh Mandal: Nars^wr 

District: West Godavari Village :Qunamaniidq)alli 


R.S.NO. 

Ifectares Ares 

Cend 

Ares 

Acres 

Cents 

84/2P 

0 06 

0 

0 
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pf)T. TT. 12016/3/2008-aik=l4~ni] 

TR sm 


New Delhi, the 4th March, 2008 

S.O. 600.-^Whereas by Notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas S.O. No. 4577 dated 22-11-06 issued under 
Sub- Section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipe lines ( Acquisition of Right of Users in Land) Act, 
1962 (50 of 1962) (herein after referred to as the said Act), 
the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the Right of User in the lands specified in the Schedule 
appended to that Notification for the purpose of laying 
pipe lineFROM MANDAPErA-3to MANDAPETTA-1 in 
the State of Andhra Pradesh, a pipeline should be laid by 
theONGC-RJY; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette 
Notifications were made available to the public from 
07-0607; 

And whereas no objections have been received 
from the public for laying of the pipeline by the Competent 
Authority; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under 
Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted 
report to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government,after 
considering the said repot, decided to acquire the Right 
of User in the lands specified in the Schedule. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub-Section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the 
Central (jovemment hereby declares that the Right of 
User in the land specified in the Schedules appended to 
this Notification is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-Section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby directs that the Right of User in the 
land for laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vest, on this date of the publication 
of thisdeclar^on, in the ONGC, K.G. ftoject/Rajahmundry 
Asset, free from encumbrances. 

SCHEIIU1£ 

ROU Pipe Line From MDW-3 to MDW-1 

State : Andhra Pradesh Mandal: Ravulapalem 


District: East Godavari 


Village: Devarapalli 
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I [TPI.B. 12016/3/2008-aiittpr3ft-ni] 
New Delhi, the 4th Much, 20(^ 


S.p. 60;^.'—Whereas by Notification of the 
Government of India in the X^istry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas S.b. No. 4571 dated 22- 11-06 issued under 
sub- Section (1) of Section 3 of die Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipe Lines ( Acquisition of Right of Users in Land) Act, 
1962 (50 of 19y2) herein after referred to as the said Act, 
the Central Gotemment declared its intention to acquire 
the Right of U^r in the lands specified in the Sch^ule 
appended to thkt Notification for the purpose of laying 
pipe linePMA^o PENUMADAM-1 in the State of Andhra 
Pradesh] a pipeline should be laid by the ONGC - RJY; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette 
Notifications A^ere made available to the public from 
07-064)7. 

Arid whereas no objections have been received 
from the! public jto lying of the pipeline by the Competent 
AuthoriCy; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under 
sub-sect^n (l)jof Section 6 of the said Act, submitted 
report to jthe Central Government; 

Add whpeas the Central Government,after 
considering thd said report, decided to acquire the Right 
of User in the liuids specified in the Schedule; 

Ndw, Th^fore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-Siection ^ i) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government heireby declares that the Right of User in the 
land sp^ifiecj in the Schedules appended to this 
Notificaijion is l^ereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 


And further in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-Section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the, Central 
Government hereby directs that the Right of User in the 
land for laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vest, on this date of the publication 
of tfiis declaration, in the ONGC, K.G, Project/Rajahmundry 
Asset, free from encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


ROU Pipe Line From PMAB to Penumadam-1 

State : Andhra Pradesh 


Mandal 

: PODURU 


District; West Godavari 

Village: Gummuluru 


R.S.NO. 

Hectares Ares 

Centi 

Acres Cents 




Ares 



92/P 

0 

05 

5 

0 

13‘/2 

9(yp 

0 

.05 

5 

0 

14 

103/P 

0 

05 

0 

0 

15 

104/2P 

0 

07 

0 

0 

17 

lOVlP 

0 

08 

0 , 

0 

20 

431/P 

0 

08 

0 

0 

20 

432/3P 

0 

01 

5 

0 

01 

89/P 

0 

09 

5 

0 


432/ZP 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

TOTAL: 

0 

52 

5 

1 

3oy2 

State: Andhra Pradesh 

Mandal 

: Poduru 


District: West Godavari 

Village: A. Vemavaram 

R.S.NO. 

Hectares Ares 

Centi 

Acres Cents 




Ares 



87/P (Drain) 

o’ 

07 

5 

0 

19 

75/lP 

0 

07 

0 

0 

17 

75/2P 

0 

05 

5 

0 

13 

75/3P 

0 

01 

5 

0 

11 

76/4A 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07 

76/4B 

0 

01 

5 

0 

11 

76/3P 

0 

03 

0 

0 

08 

71/4BP 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

71/5P 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

73/lBP 

0 

10 

0 

0 

25 

73/lAP . 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

73/lCP 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

92/P 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

95/2aP 

0 

01 

5 

0 

11 

95/2CP 

0 

01 

5 

0 

11 

TOTAL: 

0 

56 

5 

1 

40 


[F.No, 12016G/20084DNG-III} 
RAJ SEKHAR SIKDAR, Under Secy. 
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^ 4 TR!^, 2008 

^,3TF. 602.—^ ^ 

WT^n^f (^ ^ ■3^1^ ^ 3Tf^^ ^ 3T^) 3rf«lf^, 
1962 (1962 ^50) (f^ 

^ t) ^ VRT 3 ^ ^-m\ (1) ^ 3Ts(tR ■Sirti, 
*TR?T ^ QsJlIdRH 3^t^TII^f^^TT3nrPT^ 3lf«l^RI 
^IW ^.afn. 4579, 'frrfte 22-11-06 SRI, ^ 

<Nl^ffS SRI 3IRI 31^ TP^I iT?R.T5.^.-9 ^ 

^-7 hRmI'JI'II ^ ^ ^«4IR ^ ■’hr ^ ^ 

■RlfRcRTT ^ ^ 1^ "3^% ^ ^ 

3i 4’1 3R^ 3n?Ff ^ ept *ft; 

^ ^ TRRH 3rfiRJ^ WJm ^ <nte 

07-06-2007 7^ ^pq?W TFT! ^ 7]^ «ft; 

WIWT ^ ^ ^ 7^ SIRT asW 

"RT ^^iRT.yiRi<t>i^ SRI t^^R^R Rl*ll ^RH ^ "3^ SR^^IRI 

3^1^ WI 3nf«I^ ^ 3^ aifilfiR R ^ «IRI 6 ^ 
3RVRI (1) ^ 3^t^h ^RRHt 3?q^ I 

^<4»R ^, 3^ TR ^raR ^ ^ 
■RT^ 3^ ^ RRT«IR ^ ^ TR 1^ 3^ TffR ■RTfR^STT 
^ ftTt( 31^'^RT ^, 3^ <s44Vr 3Tf^?^R 31^ 

Iqf^^f-qq f^jqr 

313:, 313, RRITR, 3^ 3lf3f^ 3RT 6 3{t 
3R 3RI (1) SRI3^3 !;if^3T3JT?pit3 ^ ^IruII 

3Rcft % "fR. 3lflrq^3I ^ 315^4) ^ 3^ 

’jW ^ ^ ^ 3iriRFR ^ 

3R^ %3I -RIcIT h 

3ik, rt:^, 3^ 3if«ifwT 3)t «rm 6 3»t • 

3R-RRI (4) SRI 3IS3 ?irw*iT ^ 3R^ 

"RTfR^flfH PlwA tcTt^ 'Jpl ^ 3R3W ^ 3if^^K ?R 
U<6IVH3{t3C(ha7^is6^R^^f^^^ • 
3Rn(, ^ siwioi SR^ RRft 3lt.T|^.'^.^. '^f 

lRfS3 ^ 35Rft» ^ ^ 3R#T ^ aif^cbK, ^ 
3RPR 3lfll^ 3^1^^^ 31#1 ^ R^ 

l^crfnRf 7^ ajt.-qrR.-^.^., ^.•^. ^ftl3, <N l jft 1R13 

fRfSRStRI I 


3TR3it.^ RlfR^nfR : i( i7??T.T^^-7 


TRl : 31P«3I^ 



R^ : ^RIRI 

1«I^ : 'llqiqiO 



RRI : ^JRRRNI^# 

3TR.T^. 3. 

TRf 


y,*t>s ^^SR 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 6 

117 0 

12 

0 

0 30 

116/2^ 0 

06 

5 

0 21 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

116/1^ 

0 

10 

0 • 

0 

25 

107/^ 

0 

35 

5 

0 

88 

109/1 

0 

12 

5 

0 

31 

109/2 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

109/3 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

108/^ 

0 

OB 

0 

0 

20 

110/lR 

0 

01 

0 

0 

OS 

IKVl^ 

0 

01 

0 

0 

OS 

IKVl^ 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

'»il'S : 

0 

96 

5 

2 

38 


TF»R : 3IPR y^ifi 




: 4>Rim 

fRRT : «il<^tqiO 



3M : 

; 

3TR,TRT. 3. 





4eR 

5<td»<R 

R^i(R 


' 

0 

19 

0 

0 

47 

13/^ 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

12/1. 

0 

05 

0 

0 

12 

12/2. 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

16/2. 

0 

02 

0 

0, 

05 

12/3. 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

12/4. 

0 

01 

0 

0 

OS 

15/2Rt 

0 

19 

5 

0 

48 

16/1 

0 

(B 

0 

0 

07 

17/R^ 

0 

©. 

5 

0 

09 

39/Rt 

0 

33 

0 

0 

82 

4orz^ 

0 

01 

0 

0 

(B 

4(V2R 

0 

01 

0 

0 

(B 

46/S^ 

0 

09 

5 

0 

23 

46/5i( 

0 

01 

5 

0 

•11 

47/^ 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

54/3^ 

0 

09 

5 ' 

0 

23 

54/34 

0 

01 

5 

0 

04 

54/3# 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

54/3R 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

55/tft 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

68/24 

0 

(B 

0 

0 

07 

68/2t? 

0 

(B 

0 

0 

07 

69/4 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

72/34 

0 

07 

0 

0 

17 

72/34 

0 

(M 

0 

0 

OB 

72/3R 

0 

OS 

0 

0 

08 

71/4 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

73/9 

0 

19 

0 

0 

47 

4r : 

1 

60 

0 

3 

95 
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1 \ r 

1(4 






112/2^ 

^ 0 

00 

5 

0 

01 1/2 

112/2^; 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

113/11^ 

i 0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

113/13lt 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

114/^ 

■ 0 

05 

5 

0 

14 

116/41, 

: 0 

(B 

5 

0 

09 

117/qt- 

' 0 

08 

5 

0 

09 

118/41 

0 

11 

5 

0 

28 


0 

00 

5 

0 

01 1/2 

82/2# 

0 

15 

0 

0 

37 

76/2q; 

! 0 

05 

0 

0 

12 

78/3T^ 

0 

01 

5 

0 

m 

78/1”^# 

0 

05 

5 

0 

13 

66/41 

0 

00 

5 

0 

OOV'i 

65/541 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

68/4t 

0 

08 

0 

0 

08 

60/4t 

0 

06 

0 

0 

15 

77/4t 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

70/4t 

0 

01 

5 

0 

m 

67/4t • 

0 

01 

0 

0 

. 02 

I 

0 

70 

-a- 

5 

1 

741/2 


PIJT. U 12016/3/2008-3?tl?JT^-III] 


TR 3ET^ 

New Delhi, the 4th March, 2008 

^.O. 602. —Whereas by Notification of the 
Goven^ment of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas $.0. No. 4579 dated 22-11-06 issued under 
Sub-S^on(]l)of Section 3of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipe Ljnes ( Requisition of Right of Users in Land) Act, 
1962 (50 of 1^2) hereinafter referred to as the said Act, 
the Central Government declared its intention to acquire 
the Ri^t of ^ser in the lands specified in the Schedule 
appended to that Notification for the purpose of laying 


pipe line EMAC-9 to EMAE-7 in the State of Andhra 
Pradesh, a pipeline should be laid by the ONGC - RJY; 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette 
Notifications were made available to the public from 
07-0607 

And whereas no objections have been received 
from the public to laying of the pipeline by the Competent 
Authority; 

And whereas the Con^tent Authority has under 
Sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act submitted report 
to the Central Government; 

And whereas the Central Government,after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the Right 
of User in the lands specified in the Schedule; 

Now, Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by Sub-Section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby declares that the Right of 
User in the land specified in the Schedules appended to 
this Notification is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-Section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the. Central 
Government hereby directs that the Right of User in the 
land for laying the pipeline shall, instead of vesting in the 
Central Government, vest, on this date of the publication 
of this declaration, in the ONGC, KG. Project/Rajahmundry 
Asset, free from^ncumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 


ROU Pipe Line fromEMAC-9 to ^IAE-7 


State: Andhra Pradesh 

District: East Godavari 

Mandal: KARAPA 

Village: Gurajanapalli 

R.S.NO. 

Hectares Ares 

Centii 

Ares 

Acres 

Cents 

117 

0 

12 

0 

0 

30 

116/2P 

0 

08 

5 

0 

21 

116/lP 

0 

10 

0 

0 

.25 

107/P 

0 

35 

5 

0 

88 

109/1 

0 

12 

5 

0 

31 

109/2 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

109/3 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

108/P 

0 

08 

0 

0 

20 

IIQ/IA 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

IKVIB 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

IKVIC 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

TOTAL: 

0 

96 

5 

2 

■ 38 
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State : Andhra Pradesh Mandal: Karaii^a 
District; East Godavari Villag^: Goiriptidi 


R-S.No. 

Hectares Ares 

Oarti, 
Ares 

Acres 

Cents 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

14/P 

0 

19 

0 

0 

47 

13/P 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

12/1 

0 

05 

0 

0 

12 

12/2 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

16/2 

0 

02 

0 

0 

05 

12/3 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

12/4 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

15/2P 

0 

19 

5 

0 

48 

16/1 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07 

17/P 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

39/P 

0 

33 

0 

0 

82 

^KV2B 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

^KV2A 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

46/5B 

0 

09 

5 

0 

23 

46/5A 

0 

w 

5 

0 

11 

47/P 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01 

f4/3D 

0 

09 

5 

0 

23 

f4/3C 

0 

01 . 

5 

0 

W 

f4/3B 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

54/3A . 

. 0 

02 

5 

0 

05 

55/P 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

68/2B 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07 

68/2A 

0 

03 

0 

0 

07 

69/P 

0 

GO 

5 

0 

01 

72/3C 

0 

07 

0 

0 

17 

72/3B 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

72/3A 

0 

03 

0 

0 

08 

71/P 

0 

OD 

5 

0 

01 

73/9 

0 

19. 

0 

0 

47 

IXDTAL: 

1 

60 

0 

3 



885 GI/08—7 


State : Andhra Pradesh Mandal: Karapa 
District: East Godavari Village: Padiarlagadda 


RS.No. 

Hectares Ares 

Ares 

Acres 

Cents 

112/23 

0 

00 

5 

0 

01V4 

112/2A 

0 

01 

0 

0 

03 

nviip 

0 

01 

0 

0 

(B 

11V13P 

0 

02 

5 

0 

06 

IW 

0 

05 

5 

0 

14 

116/P 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

in/p 

0 

03 

5 

0 

09 

ns/p 

0 

11 

5 

0 

28 

82/2A 

0 

*00 

5 

0 

OlVi 

82/ZB 

0 

15 

0 

0 

37 

76/2A 

0 

05 

0 

0 

12 

78/3A 

0 

01 

5 

0 

m 

78/lAP 

0 

05 

5 

0 ' 

13 

66/P 

0 

00 

6 

0 

00 Vi 

65/5P 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

68/P 

0 

03 

0 

0 

08 

6(VP 

0 

06 

0 

0 

15 

T7/P 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

7(yp 

0 

01 

5 

0 

W 

67/P 

0 

01 

0 

0 

02 

TOTAL: 

0 

10 

5 

1 

74Vi 


OP. Na 12016/3A2a»^NG-ffl] 
RAJ SEKHAR SQCDAR. Under Seo'. 
^ 20 2008 


603 .—^ 

^^ ^ anN) aiftPPR, 

1962 (1962 ^ 50) (f^ ’qy^'3^ W 

W t) ^ ^ 2 (^) ^ aftr »IR?1 ^ 

3, ^<9€ (ii) 311 4520 

?fl^29 3131^, 2005,^ 

2005 ^ ^ Mrst ^ ^ ^ ^ 

<w*Al (1) “^ ^itwHsid oqHwVT '3^ ^ ( 2 ) 

^ dfWifeld *Nf ^ ftelPP^ % 

ehwidfl 101,1?l^ 9,ehldldl, ^ ills, 

■3nWR-361 008 ('35RR1) "cf t, SRI 
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^ ^PdRcw wfiiWRt ^ -4* 




■«iMPwq|f ^ -TW 4^ ■qm 



(2) 


1 . '^. 1^. ^P^lfeoF <l>>rq 

i«tJi[<i«hj y^fii^^Pieh 

cdpUM aifk 

\S^ f<dW-H ^ 

fcnlH^s, 101,1^1^ 

'stWM<-361008 

(TpRRT) 

2 . 

'th-ilieh; yj^llfllHeb 

, cjlPuh^^ ^ 

|SKT RdT^Hl 

101 , ftm 

9-'^ 

fit, 'Jimj|<-361 008 

(T^) 

3. 1?^. "0??. ■^TFmr, 

<i)<=llPHf^u1),'^lPu|'»^ 4^ 

^?iW ^<«t)i<, 

f^fnAs, 101, (?iciH 
3nT^^, 9-'^ 

^ ^nWR-361 008 

<T[^) _ 

pTTr. "E ^.-14014/9/2003-'^ 
'^. '^. ?wf, 31^ tlfqcf 

New Delhi, the 20th March, 2008 

$.0.60 .—In pursuance of clause (a) of Section 2 
of the(Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right pf Useij in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter 
caUed| the sajd Act), and in continuation of notificafion 
numw S. 0.14520 dated 29th October, 2005, published in 
the G^ette ojf India Part H, Section 3, sub-section (ii) on 
3rd Djecemb^r 2(K)5, the Government of India hereby 
authoilizes th4 additional ptfsons mentioned in column (1) 


of the table given below to perform the functions of 
Competent Authorities under the said Act for laying of the 
pipeline by M/s Reliance Gas Tran^rtation Infrastructure. 


Limited, having its Registered Office at 101, Shivam 
Apartments, 9-Patel Cblony, Bedi Bunder Road, Jamnagar- 
361 (X)8 (Gujarat) for transportation of natural gas through 
its Chennai-Bangalore-Mangalore gas pipeline in respect 
of the areas mentioned in column (2) of the said tablei- 

TAWJE 

Name and address 

Areas of 

of persons 

jurisdiction 

(1) 

(2) 

1. Shri K. H. Nanjegowda, 

All districts of 

Karnataka Administrative 

Services, (Retired), 

Commerce and Industries 
Department, Government 
of Karnataka, C/o M/s. 

Reliance Gas Transportation 
Infrastructure Limited, 

101, Shivam Apartments, 

9-Patel Colony, Bedi Bunder 

Road, Jamnagar-361008 (Gujarat). 

Karnataka 

2 Shri K. Mallinath, 

All districts of 

Karnataka Administrative 

Services, (Retired), 

Commerce and Industries 
Department, Government 
of Karnataka, CVo M/s. 

Reliance Gas Transportation 
Infrastructure Limited, 

101, Shivam Apartments, 

■ 9-Patel Colony, Bedi Bunder 

Road, Jamnagar-361008 (Gujarat). 

Karnataka 

3. Shri H. M. Nagappa, 

All districts of 

Karnataka Administrative 

Services, (Retired), 

Commerce and Industries 
Department, Government 
of Karnataka, C/o M/s. 

Reliance Gas Transportation 
Infrastructure Limited, 

101, Shivam Apartments, 

9-Patel Colony, Bedi Bunder 

Road, Jamnagar-361008 (Gujarat). 

Karnataka 


[F.No.L-14014/9/2003-GP] 


K. K. SHARMA, Under Secy. 


ehHfe=t) 
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M 25 2008 

w, 3 n. 604 .—afh atPw fiiqi^ atrfnfnnn, 1947 (1947 
i4)nitnini7%3i5Mr4'^,%n(tn^RniRftTfe%2^ 
% % #4^ 1nnt^ a^k '3n% 

^ sfNMnn? ftnF; ii 
'3?fnnrror/9in ^rnf^w % nw (-^W 

147/2006) nj) TmJrftm wt t, %M0n ■?nn>n nit 

25-02-2008 nit iim •gan nr \ 

[U T!]fT-120l 1/133/2001-311^ 3m (^-H)] 

t?n» aiftmmt 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND EMPLOYMENT 

New Delhi, the 25th February, 2008 

S.O. 604.—In pursuance of Section I'f of the 
Industrial Disiwtes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
'Govenunent her^ publishes the Award (Ref. No. 147/ 
2006) of the Central (jovemmeiU Industrial Tribunal'Cum- 
jLabour Court, Emakulam as shown in the Annexure, in 
the Industrial Dispute between the management of 
Syndicate Bank and their woricmen, which was received 
hy the Central Government on 25-2-2008. 

[No. L-12011/133/2001-IR (B-II)] 
RAJINDER KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAI^CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT; 

Shri P. L. Norbert, B.A., LL.B., Presiding Officer 

(Monday the 4th day of February, 2008/ 
15thMagha 1929) 

LD. 147 of 2006 

(LD. 39/03 of Industrial Tribunal, KoUam) 

Union The President, 

Syndicate Bank Em]d(^ees’ Union, 
Kalyan Bhavan, 1st Floor, 

69, Annerian Street, Post Box 
No. 180, Cheimai-600001 

By Adv. Sri. Ajith S, 

Management : The Deputy General Manager, 
Syndicate Bank, Zonal Office 
PB. No. 2268, Sastiia Kripa Offi^ 
Comi^ex, Sasthamangalam, 
Thiruvanathapuram-695010 

By Adv. Sri. G.S. Kalkura 


This case coming up for hearing on 04-02-2008, 
this Tribunal-cum-Labour Court on the same day passed 
the following: 

AWARD 

This is a rderence made under Section 10( I )(d) of 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The rriereiu^ is : 

SCHEDULE 

' “Whether the action of the management of 
Syndicate Bank, Trivandrum in imposing the 
punishment of Ininging down the scale of pay lower 
by two stages for a period of two years on Shri K.P. 
Mohanan, Stenographer is justified ? If not, what 
relief the workman concerned is entitled to ?” 

2. On notice though both sides entered appearance 
and filed claim statemeitt and written statement, the union 
has been taking time repeatedly. The reference was made 
originally to Industrial Tribunal, Kollam in 2003. Even 
after 4 years the union does not appear to be interested in 
* the matter. Henc^ there is no meaning in keeping the 
case pending indefinitely. Therefore, I find that the action 
(rf* the management is legal and justified. 

In the result, an award is passed finding that the 
action of the mahagement in inqx)sing the punishment 
of bringing down the scale of pay by two stages for a 
period of two years on the worker, Shri K.P. Mohanan, 
Stenographer, is legal and justified and he is not entitled 
for aity relief. No cost. 

(Typed, corrected and passed by me on this the 4th 
day of February, 2008). 

PL. NORBERT, Presiding Officer 

App^dix: Nil. 

25 2008 

w. ac 605 .— 3 ifMf 5 pm, 1947 (1947 

M;n4) ^ Mm 17 %3i5?m>i'^, 

5^41 % TWMira% 3jh <644>l<f 

% 3!5dM ^ fMMI^ ft' 

3MfnM) 3rfftMmV9R 3rrf^^ % ftMlH (ft^ 

223/2006) MJ! <=h<.dl %, 

25-02-2008 Mil IHm fSTI MTI 

[ri, tr^-12012/42/2006-3Tl^ 3m (ftt-II)] 

New Delhi, the 25th February, 2008 

S.O. 60S.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government herein publishes the Award (Ref No. 223/ 
2006) of the Central Government Indusbrial Tribunal- 
cumdJibour Court, Emakulam as shown in the Annexure, 
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in Industrial Dispute between the management of 
Cental Bapk of India and their workmen, which was 
received byi the Central Government on 25-2-2008. 

[No. L-12012/42/2006-IR (B-II)} 
RAJINDER KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 


IN tTHE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
BWDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 

' i COURT, ERNAKULAM 

I I 

PRI^ENTi: 


Shri L. Nofbert, B. A., LL.B., Presiding Officer 

(Ttiursday the 22nd day of November, 2007/ 
1st Agrahayana 1929) 


Woi^nnan 


LD. 223 of 2006 

; V. Shajiv Kumar, 

Door No. 2,1st Floor, R/o Rone 
Complex, Near Malayala 
Manorama, Pathanamthitta 

By Adv. Sri. Manoi R. Nair 


Manpgeniett : The Regional Manager, 

Central Bank of India, 

Regional Office, P.B. No. 98, 
Gopal Buildings, Thyvila Road, 
Thinivanathapuiam-^95001 

By Adv. Sri. E.R. Venkiteswaran 


witnesses nor adduced defence evidence. However he 
participated in the enquiry throughout and raised no 
objection regarding the conduct of the enquiry. He 
wanted a lawyer to assist him which could not be allowed 
^ as the management representative was neither a law 
graduate nor a legally trained person. He says that the 
findings are based on evidence on record. The oral 
evidence of MW 1 and the documentary evidence of Ext. 
Ml stand unchallenged. Therefore I hold that the findings 
are correctly drawn and call for po interference. 

In the result, an award is passed finding that the 
action of the management in dismissing the workman 
Shri Shajiv Kumar from the service of the bank is legal 
and justified and the workman is not entitled for any relief 
The award will come into force one month after its 
publication in the official gazette. 

(Typed, corrected and passed by me on this the 22nd 
day of November, 2007). 

P. L. NORBERT, Presiding Officer 

APPENDIX 

Witness for the management 

MW I 22-11-2007 Shri K.P. Krishna Kumar 

Exhibits for the management 
Ml — Copy of Enquiry file 

M 25 2008 


' This case coming up for hearing on 22-11-2007, 
this tribun4l-cum-Labour Court on the same day passed 
the f|>llowiiig; 

AWARD 


This is a reference under Section 10(l)(d) of 
Indu^al Disputes Act challenging the action of the 
man^gemeiijt in dismissing Stui Shajiv Kumar, Computer 
Temiinal O^rator firom the service of the bank. 


: 2. Though both sides entered appearance and filed 
their'pleadings when the case came up for evidence the 
workman and counsel remained absent. Since the worker 
and ^unseli are remaining absent continuously there is 
no other go than to proceed with the case ex parte. 


3. The Enquiry Officer is examined as MW 1 and 
the Enquiry file is marked as Ext. Ml. The Enquiry Officer 
has stated th^t the enquiry was conducted complying with 
the pfinciples of natui^ justice and fair play. The workman 
was dllowedjto take the assistance either of a union office 
bearpr or a co-worker. Copies of documents of 
Yemeni were given to the worker on time. Sufficient 
inity jwas given to the worker to cross examine 
man^gemeft witnesses and also to adduce defence 
evidence. Bjut the worker neither cross examined the 


air. 606.—1947 (1947 
'P5T 14) 17 % 

(^^^^ 72/1991) 
^ ychlPvm Wt t, ^ 25-02-2008 ^ 

eni 


[U 17012/27/91 aqR (^-H ) ] 
31MK, 

New Delhi, the 25th Ffibruaty, 2008 

S.O. 606,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 72/ 
1991) of the Central Government Industrial Tiibunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Bangalore as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Life Insurance Corporation of India 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 25-2-2008. 

[No. L-17012/27/91-IR (B-II)] 
RAJINDER KUMAR, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, BANGALORE 

Dated: 7th Fd)ruaiy 2008 

PRESENT: 

Shri AR. Siddiqui, Presiding Officer 
CR No. 72/1991 

I PARTY n PARTY 

Sihri D.S. Rangaiaddiyavar, The Senior Divisional 
FLesiding at Gurlakatta P.O., Manager, 

Flankikoppa, Naigund Life Insurance Oxporation 
1'aluka, District of India, Post Box No. 16, 

Dhanvad Dharwad 

AWARD 

!. The Central Government by exercising the 
powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 2A of 
Section 10 ofthe Industrial Dilutes Act, 1947has referred 
tltiis di^te vide order No. L-17012/27/9 l-IR (B-II) dated 
28th October, 199! for adjudication on the following 
schedule: 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the management of Life Insurance 
Corporation of India is justified in removing 
Shri D. S. Rangaraddiyavar from smice with effect 
from 21-10-1986? If not to what relief the workman 
is entitled?” 

2. A charge sheet dated 7-05.-1984 appears to have 
been issued to the first party in the following terms: 

“CHARGE SHEET 

1. You procured/caused to be procured the proposal 
for insurance of Rs. One lakh on the life of late 
Shri \^udev. Rangappa Jangal, vide proposal 
No. 1682631 resulted into Policy No. 64227887 
of Annigeri X^llage in Navalgund Taluk of 
Dharwad District in the month of March 1982 
in the agency of Shri G.R. Meti, the then 
Insurance Agent Code No. 3783631 working 
under your organization, knowing fully well that 
the said late Shri Vasudev Rangappa Jangal 
was uninsurable on a(x;ount of the following 
reasons:— 

(a) That late Shri VhsiHlev Rangappa Jangal was 
suffering from neurological problems since 
childhood diagonised as congenital cerd>ral 
palsy which was chronic and incurable; 

(b) That late Shri \^sudev Rangappa Jangal had 
no property in his name and had therefore 
no income of his own. 


2. (a) That you deliberately and with malafide 

intention arranged for the medical 
examinations of the above late Shri Vasudev 
Rangappa Jangal with Dr. Prahlad Murthy of 
Navalgund and Dr. A.S. Yaraguppi of 
Aiuiigeri both with a limit of Rs. 25,000 each 
although the services of Dr. N.R. Patil of 
Annigeri with a limit of Rs. 50,000 were 
available on the date of medical examination 
viz. 20-03-1982; 

(b) That while replying to the query raised by 
Dharwad B.O. as to why the services of a 
doctor with higher limit were not availed of 
in the present case you folsely represented to 
the office that the doctor with Rs. 50,000 limit 
was out of headquarters and as such the party 
was examined by two doctors with Rs. 25,000 
limit each. 

(3) That in the moral hazard report submitted 
by you in the above cited case of late 
Shri Basudev Rangappa Jangal you have 
frilsely reported that Shri Vasudev did not 
belong to Hindu undivided family and that 
the usual state of health of Shri \hsudev was 
good and his income was Rs. 25,000 p.a. fropi 
lands and recommended the proposal for 
acceptance. 

That on the basis of your recommendations/ 

. representation the corporation accepted the 
risk under the said proposal of late Shri 
\hsudev Rangappa Jangal and issued the 
policy bond bearing No. 64227887 for Rs. One 
lakh sum assured and the said policy resulted 
into an early claim Ity death of the assured on 
13-07-1982. 

By your aforesaid actions, you have : 

(i) failed to maintain absolute integrity; 

(ii) failed to serve the corporation honestly 
and foithfrilly, and 

(iii) knowingty acted in a marmer detrimental 
to the interest of the corporation and 
prejudicial to good conduct; and thus, you 
have hereby committed breach of 
Regulations 21 & 24 (read with 
Regulation 39) of LIC of India (Staff) 
Regulations, 1960 and for which any one 
or more of the penalties prescribed’ in 
Regulation 39 of the said (Staff) 
Regulations, 1960 can be imposed upon 
you.” 

3. A Domestic Enquiry was conducted and on the 
basis of the enquiry findings holding the first party guilty 
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of] the charges, he was removed from service w.e.f. 
21!-10-19^6. The first party appears to have raised the 
dispute with the conciliation authority concerned resulting 
into the pi'esent reference proceedings. 

4. the case ofthe first party in his claim statement 
inibrief isl that the DE conducted against him was not by 
th^ competent authority much less it was conducted in 
violation!of principles of natural justice denying him 
opjportun^ to defend himself He fiuther contended that 
* tht enquiiry findings stand vitiated on the ground that 
material fitnesses were not examined, no documentary 
evidence]was available and that the enquiry officer 
accommoidated the second party management to conduct 
th^ case is it desired; that the findings were also bad as 
rejiance \yas made on the statements of all the witnesses 
exjxpt th^ witness by name Shri Ramakrishna Redcfy; 
thht theije were no supply of LIC of India (Staff) 
Rqgulatidns, 1960 framed thereunder; that the non- 
pr|>ductiop of medical reports of the two doctors who 
ceriified {the proposal of Vasudev Jangal resulted in 
m^carria^e of justice. The first party also pointed out 
ot()er groiinds challenging the enquiry proceedings as well 
as [the enduiry findings. While, coming to the impugned 
punishment order he contended that the disciplinary 
authority Was not justified in considering his past service 
and relyiiig upon the aforesaid vitiated findings and that 
punishment of dismissal also was disproportionate to the 
gravity ofjthe misconduct alleged to have been committed 
byjhim. Tlierefore, he requested this tribunal to reinstate 
hii^ in seijvice with full back wages and all other attended 
benefits. 

5. Tihe management by its counter statement, while 
narrating! the allegations made in the charge sheet 
contended that a proper and fair enquiry by a competent 
authority {was conducted giving reasonable opportunity 
to the firs^ party to defend himself during the course of 
enquiry. Therefore, proceedings of enquiry were in 
actordanqe with the principles of natural justice. The 
m^nagemqnt further contended that the enquiry findings 
wefe very; much based on sufficient and legal oral and 
documenihry evidence and therefore, suffered from no 
perversity land that the impugned punishment order passed 
against the first party was justified having regard to 
thq gravity of the charges of misconduct committed by 
him. 

6. Based, on the respective contentions of the parties 
with regard to the validity and fairness or otherwise of 
thq enquity proceedings, this tribunal by order dated 
4-03-1993 framed the following Preliminary Issue : 

“Whether the second party proves that it has held 

the Domestic Enquiry against the first party 

workman in accordance with law and natural 

justice.” 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 

7. During the course of trial of the said issue, the 
management examined two witnesses including the 
enquiry officer and got marked two documents at Ex. Ml 
& M2 (Ex. Ml is the book of enquiry proceedings). The 
first party also examined himself as witness and it is after 
hearing the learned counsels for the parties, may learned 
Predecessor by his order dated 19-5-1999 answered the 
above said preliminary issue in favour of the management 
holding that the enquiry conducted against the first party 
by the second party is fair and proper. Thereupon, counsels 
for the respective parties appear to have been heard on 
merits of the case and my learned Predecessor by his award 
dated 24-8-1999 rejected the reference. 

8. Aggrieved by the aforesaid orders on DE issue 
and the award, the first party approached the Hon’ble High 
Court in WP No. 47322/2001 and his Lordship of our 
Hon’ble High Court by order dated 21-02-2006 quashed 
the impugned award as well as the order on Domestic 
Enquiry and the matter was remitted back to this tribunal 
for fresh consideration of the reference in the light of the 
observations made in the above said order. 

9. After the remand parties were notified and they 
made appearance before this tribunal through respective 
counsels and the matter came to be posted for evidence 
for the second party. On 18-07-2006, learned counsel 
appearing for the second party (hereinafter called the 
management) filed interlocutory application at lA No. 1 
under Section 11 of the ID Act, read with Section 151 
CPC requesting this triburial to dismiss the reference on 
hand on the ground that the first party who happened to 
be the Development Officer of the management of LIC of 
India is not a workman as defined under Section 2(s) of 
the ID Act, and therefore, this tribunal has got no 
jurisdiction to adjudicate the reference on hand. The 
application was resisted on the part of the first party and 
after having heard both the counsels for the respective 
parties, this tribunal by order dated 9-02-2007 dismissed 
the said application with costs of Rs. 1000. Aggrieved by 
this order the management preferred a Writ Petition No. 
5944/2007 and the Hon’ble High Court vide order dated 
11-04-2007 dismissed the said Writ Petition. The 
management then preferred a Writ Appeal No. 1181/2007 
challenging the aforesaid order made by the learned Single 
Judge in the said Writ Petition and that appeal came to be 
dismissed by the Division Bench of the Hon’ble High 
(3ourt by order dated 07-08-2007. Thereupon, when the 
matter was taken up for hearing on 13-03-2007, learned 
counsel representing the management sought for time to 
lead evidence in the matter and to that learned counsel 
representing the first party submitted that second party 
carmot lead evidence on merits as it has not taken any 
plea in its counter statement seeking permission of the 
court to lead evidence if DE held to be unfair. After having 
perused the counter statement filed by the management, 
the submission made by the learned counsel for the first 
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party was found to be correct and therefore, the matter 
was posted to hear arguments on merits, finally. Then the 
ctise underwent several adjournments on the request of 
tliie learned counsel for the management and it is on 
3 -09-2007, he came up with another interlocutory 
ai>plication at lA No. 2 seeking permission of this tribunal 
tci lead fresh evidence to substantiate the charges of 
misconduct leveled against the first party. This application 
ag,ain came to be opposed on the part of the first party 
and after having heard and learned counsels representing 
both the parties, this tribunal by order dated 19-11-2007 
dismissed the said application imposing costs of 
Rs. 2000 upon the management. Then the learned counsel 
for the management sought adjournment of hearing on 
the ground that the management has preferred a Writ 
Petition against the above said order of this tribunal dated 
19-11-2007 and the case came to be adjourned awaiting 
the stay order copy from the Hon’ble High Court. On 
16-01-2008, learned counsel for the first party filed a 
memo along with Xerox copy of the Hon’ble High Court 
order in WP No. 19950/2007 dated 3-01-2008 where 
under the writ petition filed by the management 
challenging the order of this tribunal dated 19-11-2007 
w:is dismissed. On the said date learned counsel for the 
first party was heard in the matter and learned counsel 
appearing for the management not being present, the 
matter came to be posted for his arguments on 
21-01 -2008 on which date he filed his written arguments. 

10. Learned counsel representing the first party in 
his oral arguments submitted that since the finding of 
this tribunal giving the finding to the effect that the DE 
is fair and proper has been set aside by the Iton’ble High 
Cc)urt and since the second party management in the 
ab:sence of the plea taken in the counter statement to lead 
fresh evidence to prove the charges of misconduct leveled 
against the first party, this tribunal has already rejected 
the request of the management vide order on aforesaid lA 
Nci. 2, the charges of misconduct have remained to be 
proved and in the result, the punishment of removal from 
seivice imposed upon the first party survives no more and 
therefore, the first party is entitled for relief of 
reinstatement and all other consequential benefits. * 

11. Learned coimsel for the management in his 
written arguments in the first instance simply repeated 
the various contentions taken the management in its 
counter statement and thereupon gave the details of the 
prc»gress made in the case and filing of two applications 
referred to supra. The last contention takea by the 
management in the said written argument was that if the 
management had been given an opportunity to lead 
evidence: as per the directions of the Supreme Court as 
found in the decisions reported in AIR 2006 SC 92, AIR 
2006 SC 2739 the management could have proved the 
case against the first party justifying the management’s 
action in dismissing him fl'om service. 


12. I do not find substance in the aforesaid written 
arguments sidimitted on behalf of the mana^ment. In 
the present case as argued for the second party, after the 
Domestic Enquiry was held to be not fair and proper by 
the Hon’ble High Court in the aforesaid Written Petition, 
in the normal course the mana^ment would have been 
given an opportunity to lead fiesh evidence to stibstantiate 
the charges of misconduct leveled agaiiist the fir^ party. 
However, in the instant case, as argued for the first party 
there has been no {riea taken by the management in its 
counter statement reserving its right to lead fresh 
evidence, in case the DE proceedings were held to be not 
&ir and proper. As noted abo\^, the attenq)t on the part 
of the management seeking permission of this tribunal to 
lead fresh evidence vide IA No. 2 referred to supra Mled, 
it appraoched the Hon’ble High Court in the Writ Petition 
and as seen above, there also the management could not 
succeed in the matter. Therefore, as the things stand, when 
the Domestic Enquiry held against the first party is held 
to be not fair and proper and the management was 
handic^ped in leading fresh evidence to substantiate the 
charges of misconduct leveled against the first party in 
the light of the above said situation, then, the only 
conclusion to be drawn by this tribunal would be that the 
aforesaid charges of misconduct leveled against the first 
party have remained to be prov^ and in the result, the 
intougned punishment order passed against him survives 
no more. The resultant corollary would be his 
reinstatement in service if he has not attained the age of 
stq)erannuation. 

13. Now, coming to the question of relief of back 
wages. We have no evidence either on the part of the first 
party or on the part of the management on the point of 
gainful employment or otherwise of the first party. The 
first party did not appear before this tribunal leading 
evidence on the said point and there was also no attempt 
on the part of the management to produce any evidence 
justifying that the first party has been gainfully employed 
during the period he was away from the service of the 
management. Ther^ore, having regard to the latches both 
on the part of the first party as well as on the part of the 
management on the above said point, it appears to me 
that ends of justice will be met, if the first party is directed 
to be reinstated in service with 50 per cent of the back 
wages from the date of inq)ugned punishment order till 
the date of his reinstatement or till the date of his attaining 
the age of superannuation whichever is earlier with all 
consequential benefits including benefit of continuity of 
service. Ifcnce the following award: 

AWARD 

The management is directed to reinstate the first 

party into its service in case, he has not yet attained 

the age of superannuation. Ifc shall be paid 50 per 

cent of the back wages from the date of impugned 
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punisl^nent order till the date of reinstatement or 
till the date of his attaining the age of 
super^imuation whichever is earlier with continuity 
: of seryice and all other consequential benefits. No 
costs.! 

(Dict^ed to PA transcribed by her corrected and 
sign^ by raie on 7th February, 2008), 

A.R. SIDDIQUI, Presiding Officer 

^ 25 WRt, 2008 

I cFT. 607.—'SfltilPlcb 1947 (1947 

^ 1[l) ^ qRT 17 % % 

^<4>R ■dftsjlFl'* 

ff. % (^M Wn 53/2006) ^ 

^*50^ M<ct>K ^ 25-02-2008 ^ MIK1 

■g3TT^I 

’ [^. R?r-i20ii/3i/2oo6-3n^ 3m (■^-ii)] 
Tlf^RC 3ffiiRfiTd 

New Delhi, the 25th Fdiruary, 2008 

S.O. i607.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Gov^mmenl herdiy publishes the Award (Ref. No. 53/ 
2004) of thelcentral GovemmeiU Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labdur Coi^ No. 2, Dhanbad as ^own in the Annexure 
in the Indv^trial Dispute between the management of 
UCO Bank! and their workmen, which was received by 
the ^ntral! Government on 25-2-2008. 

[No. L-120U/3I/2006-IR (B-lI)] 
RAJINDER KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INI^USTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT: 

Shri Nagendra Kumar, Presiding Officer 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under 
I Section 10(l)(d) of the I D. Act, 1947 

Reference No. 53 of 2006 

Parties: : Employers in relation to the 

mana^ment of UCO Bank and their 
workmen 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the : Mr. B. Prasad, State Secretary, 

workman UCO Bank Employees 

Association 




On behalf of the : Mr. Ratan Kumar Chakraborty, 
Employees Representative of the 

Management 

State : Jharkhand Industry: Banking 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 18th Feb., 2008. 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise 
of the powers conferred on them under Section 10(1 )(d) 
of the I.D. Act, 1947 has referred the following dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order 
No. L-12011/31/2006-IR(B-II), dated, the 1st August, 2006. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of UCO 
Bank to impose the punishment of dismissal from 
service vide order dated 22-2-2006 on Shri V. K. 
Azad is legal and justified? If not, what relief is the 
disputant concerned entitled to7’ 

2. In this case both the parties appeared through 
their authorised representative but only the workman side 
has filed the Written Statement. Subsequently at the stage 
of filing Written Statement-cum-rejoinder by the 
management the representative of the workman by filing 
a petition has submitted his prayer to pass a ‘No dispute' 
Award in this case on the ground that the dispute in 
question has amicably been resolved and the concerned 
workman involved in this reference has been reinstated 
in service. In view of such submission made on behalf 
of the workman side, the representative of the management 
raised no objection. 

Perused the petition submitted on behalf of the 
workman and heard both sides. 

Since the concerned workman involved in the 
reference has been reinstated in service and as prayer has 
been made to pass a ‘No dispute’ Award on behalf of the 
workman, 1 do not find any reason to drag on the case for 
days together. Under such circumstances, a ‘No dispute’ 
Award is passed in this case presuming non-existence of 
any industrial dispute between the parties. 

* NAGENDRA KUMAR, Presiding Officer 

fiR#, 25 95<q<l, 2008 

cFr, 3ir, 608.—1947 (1947 

^ 14)^ «inT17 'H<=hK 

3Tr?) 5^5*11 % %■ 
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2/28/2006) ^ t, ^ ^ 

25-02-2008 ^ UTRT ^3TT «n I 

[U R^-3l011/13/2005-3tT^ 3!R (-^-II)] 
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New Delhi, the 25th Fdbniaiy> 2008 


S.O. 608.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government herdjy publishes the Award (Ref No. 2/ 
28/2006) of the Cent^ Government Industrial Tribunal- 
mun-Labour Court No. 2, Mumbai as shown in the 
Annexure, in the Industrial Dispute between the 
management of Shipping (Corporation of India and tlmir 
workmen, which was received ^ the Central Goveriunem 
on 25-2-2008. 

[No. L-310U/13/2005-IR (B-U)] 
RAJINDER KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 

PRESENT: 

Shri A.A. Lad, Presiding Officer 

Reference No. CGIT-2/28 of 2006 

Employers in relatio^to the Management of (1) 
Shipping Coipormionm India (2) M/s. Electro Mat 
(Consultants 

(][) The Chairman-cum-Managing Director 
Shipping (Corporation of India 
Shipping House, 245, Madame Cama Road, 
Mumbai-400021 

(2) The Proprietor 

M/s. Electro Mat Consultants 
201, Rachna Apartment, 2nd Floor, 

Babu Jaddrar Marg, Bhand^) (E), 
Mumbai-400042 

V/s. 

Their Workmen 

Shri Mohan Bhaurao Gaikwad 
CYo Shri L.K. Gaikwad 
Bi-279/3, Government Colony, 

Bandra(E), 

Mumbai-400051 

^appearances: 

For the Employer (1) : Mr. P Ramaswamy 
Advocate 

(2) : Absent 

For the Workmen : Absent 

Mumbai, dated 24th January, 2008 

AWARD 

The Government cif India, Ministry of Labour 
its Order No. L-31011/13/2005 IR(B-II) dated 24-05-2006 


in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub¬ 
section (1) and Sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 have referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication: 

“Whether the contract between the contractor and 
the management of Shipping Corporation of India 
is sham and bogus and is a camouflage to deprive 
the workman Shri Mohan Bham Rao Gaikwad from 
the benefits available to permanem workers of the 
Shipping Corporation of India ? If so, whether the 
action of the tnanagemem of Shipping Corporation 
of India and its Contractor, Shri R.C. Kundu, 
Proprietor, M/s. Electro Mat (Consultants is proper 
> and justified in tenninating the services of Shri 
Mohan Bham Rao Gaikwad from the siSrvices w.e.f 
10-9-2004 7 If not, what relief the workman is 
entitled to ?” 

2. After registering of reference, notices were sent 
to both parties. Roznama rev^s that IVkunagement served ‘ 

Ex. 3 whereas, second party wr^kman served Ity Ex-5. 
Again fresh notices were issued looking the absence of 
both parties. Management was served vide Ex-7, union 
served vide Ex-9. Management No. 1 fued vakalatnmna 
Ex-10. However nobo(ty appeared for the union or for the 
concerned workman, though on number of occasions 
notices served on it. 

3. Looking the absence of second party, I concude 

that second party is not interested in proceeding with the 
reference. Hence the order: ^ 

ORDER 

Rieference is disposed of for want of prosecution. 
Mumbai, 

Dated: 24-1-2008 

AA. LAD,, Presiding Officer 
^ 25 2008 

'm. 3ir. 609.—Pwiq 1947 (1947 

^ 14) 17 ^ 41.^. 1^*1.^. ^ 

^ HWK 

2, 497/2005) 

wl %, ^ 25-02-2008 «in 

[U 'q^-22012/259/1994-3nf aro (#-II)] 

New Delhi, the 25th Fdmiaiy, 2008 

SjO. 609.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 497/ 
2005) of the (Central (kTvernnient Industrial Tiibonai-ciim- 
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Lapour dourt No. II, Chandigarh as shown in the 
Anhextne in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in jrelatic^ to the management of BBMB and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on [25-2-2(^08. 


Lai, Chander Bhan and Satbir Shard also filed their 
affidavits. They have also appeared in the witness box. 
The Management exaimned one Surinder Kumar, as their 
witness, who proved his affidavit exhiHt M-1, besides 
documents marked as M-2 to M-9. 


[No. L-22012/259/94-IR (C-II)] 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 


CENmAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRipUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-H 


CHANDIGARH 


Shri Knldip Singh, Presiding Officer 
Case LD. No. 497/2005 


Registered on: 22-08-2005 
! Date of Decision ; 7-07-2007 
! Workmen 


Versus 


•Petitioner 


■ Chairman, BBMB, Chandigarh 

....Respondent 


APPEARANCE 

For i^e Woipinan : Shri Dhani Ram AR 

For the Mai^gement ; Shri Sandeep Chopra 
Advocate 

AWARD 


The reference which has &llen for the consideration 
of th|s Tril^al was received in this office from the 
Ministry of [Labour, Government of India under letter 
No. L-220li/259/94-IR (C-II) dated 28th Nov., 1994 
which reads hs under : 


“Whether the action of the Management of BBMB 
in not] granting special pay and time bound 
promohonal/revised promotional scales based on 
[PSEB patterns adopted by BBMB (admissible to its 
jregulaij en^loyees who have put in 9/16 years of 
^rvice# to its work charged employees is legally 
)nst anq valid ? If not to what rdief the work charged 
worker^ of BBMB are entitled to and from what 
dater'^ 


On getting the notice of reference from this Tribunal, 
the papies appeared through thdr rq)resentatives and filed 
their tespecttve claims. They also placed on record 
photoc opies of a number of documents and affidavits of 
their v itnessas. Shri Dhani Ram who claimed himself to 
be the vteneraj Secretary of Sundemagar filed his affidavit 
in sup^it ofjpetition. In addition, the workmen Roop 


The claim of the workmen, who have raised this 
claim through the Unions is that they had raised the 
demand of pariri' of pay scales on the pattern of Punjab 
State Electricity Board, onthe ground that the 
Management had adopted the pay scales of Punjab 
Electricity Board w.e.f. 1st January, 1986. The 
Management did not accede to demand of the workmen, 
therefore, the reference has been made to this Tribunal; 
that as per the certified standing orders of the workmen 
have been classified as permanent, according to which a 
permanent employee is an employee who had been 
engaged on permanent basis and includes a person who 
satisfactorily completes probation period of one year, 
which period, includes the breaks due to sickness, 
accidents, leave, block outs, strikes etc.; that as per the 
standing orders of the Management workmen were 
ddrarred from getting time bound pay scales. The standing 
orders to that extent thus were discriminatory. The 
standing orders were further discriminatory not 
disallowing time bound pay scales as were allowed to 
regular employees, after 9/16 year’s of service. Thus the 
standing orders so approved by the competent authority 
are discriminatory, therefore, the same are required to be 
quashed. Also for the reasons that the Management 
accepted and implement 2-C award of 1971, given on 
1974 and published in June, 1974 since the day the said 
award became applicable to the Management project. 
According to that award the Management was to issue 
offer of appointment to the seniormost employees of the 
BCL and their services were deemed to be continues and 
r^ular. In view of that also the Management was supposed 
to give the pay scales, on the pattern of Punjab State 
Electricity Board, to the workman. The workmen have 
claimed that they may be given the relief of revision of 
pay scale w.e.f. 1st January, 1986, on the pattern of PSEB 
and be allowed promotions on 9/16 years of basis, with 
continuity in service. They have further claimed that para 
2 of the certified standing orders he declares as 
unconstitutional, as it creates for discrimination between 
the regular and work charge employee although the nature 
of duty performed by both the category worker was the 
same. They have also prayed for grant of arrears to them 
from 1st January, 1986 in cash after treating their service 
as continues in terms of Section 25-B of the Act. 

The claim of the workman has been opposed by the 
Management. Their preliminary objections to the 
maintainability of the claim is that since the applicant 
Unions are not the recognized Unions by the Management, 
therefore, they are not entitled to raise the dispute of 
collective nature, regarding the matters of wages and terms 
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and conditions of the eiiq)loyment, in the &ce of letter of 
iGovt. of India bearing No. 17/62/73- B&B dated lst/9th 
August, 1973. It is further their claim that the petitioners 
]^d earlier also raised the dilute but withdrew the same 
unilaterally; that since the pay scales, on the pattern of 
IPunjab State Electricity Board have been given to the 
employees, therefore, the reference is not maintainable; 
that as per the decision of the Management Board, taken 
i n their 41st and 87th of meeting held in January, 1974 
and 7th May, 1980, the scales of Punjab Government 
were adopted in the BBMB for regular and work charge 
employees working in the irrigation wing aiul those 
woridng in the Power Wing were given the Piiiyab State 
Electricity Scales. There was difference in the p^ scales 
of Punjab Goveiiunent and Punj^ State Electricity Board; 
tind that of regular and work charge enq^oyees. It was 
only on becoming regular in service that the work charge 
employees were given scales of regular employee on the 
pattern of PSEB w.e.f. 1st January, 1988. The 
Idanagement board decided to remove the disparity by 
{^ranting uniform pay scales to all its employees in both 
the wings on the pattern of PSEB and the same have 
tteen given effect from 1st January, 1986, the date when 
those grades were made api^cable in the PSEB. The 
^/lanagelilent adopted the same pattern of pay scales for 
regular and work charge employees as were followed by 
the PSEB and the work charge en^loyees got regular 
scale on becoming regular in service like that was done 
in the Punjab State Electricity Board. The claim of the 
v/orkmen is without any merit so as to claim parity in pay 
scales with the regular en^loyees as they belonged to 
different class. It is further claimed by them that in Nov., 
1988 all the work charge posts were converted into r^ular 
and the work charged enqrloyees w^ given option to 
become regular but some of them did not accept the offer 
so as to enjoy the benefit of 2 more years of service, i^ch 
uns not available to regular employees. 

On merits the claim of the Management is that the 
u'ork charged en^loyees cannot claim parity of scales with 
n^ular employees as they are governed by certified 
standing orders ^{dicable in the BBMB. Thus th^ canrK>t 
cllaimthe boiefit of special p^ and 9/16 year’s service 
benefits at par with the regular emjdoyees as a matter (ff 
right. Their claim of having become r^ular in view of 
clause 3(i) and 4 of the certified standing orders is 
baseless. The workmen have been given revised pay scales 
in the light letter dated 22nd of June, 1992 on the pattern 
of Punji) State Electricity Board. They being not at par 
with the regular employees cannot be given the boiefit of 
siaecial pay and promotions on the basis of 9/16 years (rf 
st;rvice as it given to regular en^loyees. The Management 
is not following discriminatory policy towards the wCM'k 
cliarged employees, therefore, the petitioners are not 
entitled to any relief. The Management has pr^^ for 
rejecting the claim of the petitioners. 


Three of the worianen appeared as a witness in 
sui^rt of their claim. They also product Shri Dham 
Ram, General Secretary of one of the Unions in fheir 
support. Shri Dhani Ram, in the cross-examination 
claimed that the regular employees and the work charge 
emidoyees fall in the same category. In the next breath he 
adinitfod that work charge etuP^^ty^ ^ governed by 
Certified Standing Orders. He adrnitted that in the offer 
of ^pointment exhibit W-13 the word ‘Svork charged” 
has been mentioned. The reading of exhibit W-13 further 
shows that the workm»i were well informed by the said 
order that they will be engaged as work charge; that they 
will be governed by the I.D. Act, 1947 and the Certified 
Standing Orders of the BBMB (Irrigation ^ng), and that 
unit 1 of the Beas Project would be treated as separate 
unit so as to count their seniority. Shri Dhani Ram in his 
statement claimed that the p^ scales of the wmk charge 
employees and the regular employees were the same. The 
Management put him the question and he iqrlied that the 
pay scales as shown in the Annexiire 2 to W-6 were 
applicable to wmrk charge employees. Ifo claiined that the 
benefit of special pay was not given only to regular 
empl<tyees 

Roop Lai, one of the workman, admitted that he 
was given offer of en:q}loyment in the work charge cadre; 
and that he was governed by Certified Standing Orders. 
On the one hand he claimed that the work cluurged and 
regular employees fell in the same category and on the 
other he admitted that the Civil Service Regulation of 
Punjab State were applicable to the employees of the 
regular cadre. He further admitted that he was given 
option of accq}ting the regular cadre but he had given a 
conditional option, therefore, he was not given the regular 
cadre. He further admitted that as a wmk charge his age 
of retirement was 60 whereas the age of retirement of 
regiflar cadre was 58. He also admitted that the order 
exhfoit W-6 did not give benefit fo work chat;^ enqrloyees; 
and that the benefit of 9/16 years of service was available 
only to regular employees; whereas the same was given 
to work charge enqrlrtyees of PSEB. Other two witnesses 
Satbir Shrad and Chander Bhan, also made similar 
statements. Shri Chander Bhan, claimed that he had been 
offered to accept regular cadre provided his age of 
retirement was raised to 60 and so his offer was 
conditional. He was, therefore, not given regular cadre; 
and that he was retired at the age of 60. He contradicted 
Roop Lai when stated that there is no circidar by which 
the benefit of 9/16 years was available to work charge 
employees of PSEB. 

Shri Surinder Kumar who appeared as witness for 
the Management deposed that the work charge employees 
were given the grades of Punjab State till 1st January, 
1986. They became the emidoyees of BBMB in terms ^ 
award 2-C and were governed by certified standing orders. 
He further stated that the employees governed by certified 
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staling orders were given different pay scale to that of 
the iregulaf cadre employees. 


The parties have not disputed that the worknten were 
t ^ the letter exhibit W-6, issued the additional 
c f BBMB on 26th June, 1992. Para 2 of the said 
c ates that although the revised pay scales which 
lic^le to the regular cadre enq)loyees were 
to the work charge establishments in the case 
X)rresponding cadre and unrevised scale of the 
he same. However, the special pay and time 
0 scale were allowed 

I ular employees after 9/16 years of service and 
were not admissible to the work charge 


gov^ed 
secretary 
letter indi< 
were appl 
ajmb’cable! 
whpe the 
pajj were 
id pn 
only to rei 
the same 
employees 

I Hem it inay be noted that the \wrkmen claiming 
the| beneft of special pay, time botmd promotion etc. are 
work charged employees and benefit sought are not 
av'i ilaUe t o them in terms of the letter exhibit W-6. The 
wo rkmen, in their statements, admitt^ that there was a 
dif erent tetween the two categories. The work charged 
em ployees superannuated at the age of 60, whereas the 
re| ular en iployees retired at the age of 58. They further 
ad] nitted I hat the Management h^ offered to regularize 
the m in se rvice but they did not give unconditional option 
for that 1 hey were ready to be absorbed in the regular 
pay scale provided their age of retirement was raised to 
60 years. Therefore, the Management cannot be blamed 
for not having regularize the workmen and it was due to 
the ir own pinduct that they could not be put in the regular 
cadre. The work charge employee wanted both the 
bei lefits: jthe benefits of special pay, promotions as well 
as their r^rement at the age of 60. However, they have 
fai ed to lustify their claims especially when they were 
go ^emed by the Certified Standing Or^rs which did not 
pei mit thf se benefits to them. 


Thd workmen have further claimed that like the 
engineers khey should have been given a i^ised promotion 
scfie w.e.F. 1st January, 1986. On the pattern of PSEB, 
wi^out s lowing as to how they were entitled for that. 
Trie empl< )yees of BBMB they were governed by Certified 
Standing Orders and not by the rules applicable to the 
en|ployee^ of PSEB, who were governed by different set 
of [rules apd not by the Certified Standing Orders of the 
Mknagenient. 


Th^ workmen have, therefore, failed to show that 
th^ management has denied the claim of regular service 
to [the workmen without any reason. W-13, the offer of 
eihploymdnt clearly indicates in para 2 sub para 1, that 
th^ servij^e of the work charge employees who were 
w(^rking ^ith BSL was not to be interrupted on their 
jojning tlje BBMB. The Nhmagement further undertook 
ncjt to imifose the service conditions, unfavourable to them, 
utjless byl process of law It was further assured to them 
thjit in thi event of their retrenchment compensation will 


be payable to them according to the provisions of the 
I.D. Act, 1947; and at that time the service rendered by 
them in the BCB shall not be taken at interrupted by 
joining the service with the BBMB. Therefore, the 
Management took every care of the workmen by assuring 
them that the earlier service of the workmen was not 
interrupted and was kept continuous. The workmen have 
failed to bring to the notice of Tribunal any instance to 
show that the service of the woriemen was interrupted to 
their determinant. 

After going through the jrfoadmggjpf the parties and 
the evidence brought on record by them, it is evident that 
there are two categories of the employees working in the 
BBMB. One set of employees is governed by CSR of 
Punjab State with the benefits of pension, gratuity and 
GPF. The other category of employees i&govemed by the 
Certified Standing Orders undpr which the savices are 
not pensionable, but they get the benefit of Contributory 
Provident Fund and two years more service as their age 
of retirement is 60. So both the categories are distinct 
and different in nature. Hon’bl^ Supreme Court of India 
in the case of State of Rajasthan Vs. Kunjiraman, reported 
as 1997 (ILLM) 139, has held that when the persons 
employed from two separate and distinctive classes and 
the rules are framed separately each class it cannot be 
said that there is a discrimination among the enmloyees. 
In the present case the regular employees and the woric 
charge employees fell distinct and different class 
categories arid were governed by different set of rules, 
therefore, the work charge employees, cannot claim all 
the benefits admisaUe to the regular employees, who were 
governed by CSR of Punjab State whereas the work 
charge employees were governed by certified standing 
orders of the Management. The apex court has also laid 
down the law, in the case of Secretary Finance Department 
and others Vs. W.B. Registration Services Association 
and others reported being civil appeals No. 2023-2025 of 
1990 decided on 20th Feb., 1992 that jurisdiction/job 
evaluation for fixation of pay/pay equator for post and 
determination of pay scales is the primary function of the 
executive and not that of the judiciary. Ordinarily Courts 
will not enter upon the job evaluation which is generally 
left to expert bodies like pay commission etc. 

In view of that also this Tribunal cannot go into the 
question of alleged discrimination to different set of 
employees governed by different set of rules. As is said 
earlier, the workmen were governed by different set of 
rules, therefore, they were not entitled to the benefits 
which were admissible under different set of rules not 
applicable to them. The workmen have no claim to make 
for other reasons also. The Management offered to 
regularize them in service and if they had accepted the 
offer, they could have been regularized in sovice and so 
would have automatically beccune entitled to the benefits 
they are not demanding. It seems they got allured by two 
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more years of service and the benefit (tf contributory PF 
so they opted not to get regularized and thereby they 
forgone the option given to them. 

In view of the discussion made above 1 am of the 
(q>inion that the Action of the Management of BBMB in 
not granting special pay and time bound promotions/ 
revised prcHnotional scales based (mPSEB pattern adopted 
BBMB ,to its worir charge employees, was legal and 
justified clear indication in the rules and the letter of 1992 
referred to above by which the rules were made applicable 
to the employees of BBMB. The workmen were not 
entitled to the benefits of special pay and time bound 
promotions, ther^ore, the woiianen are not entitled to 
any relief. The reference is answemd against him. Let a 
copy of this award be sent to the appropriate Government 
for necessary action and thb file be coitsigned to records 
after due completion. 

KULDIP SINGH, Presiding Officer 
M 25 2008 

cFT. 3ir» 610.— 1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ tiro 17 % WPR TObr -mi 

2, •gvsbra % (tM isisn 343/2005) ^ 

t, wm ^ 25-2-2008 

^371 «ni 

[U 11^-22012/180/l5W1993-3n^ am (^-U)] 
^trR 

New Delhi, the 25th February, 2008 

S.O. 610.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 348/ 
2005) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court No. II, Chandigarh as shown in the 
Annexure in Industrial Dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of FCI and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
25-2-2008. 

[No. L-220l2/I80/F/1993-IR(C-n)] 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-R, 
CHANDIGARH 

Shri Kuldip Singh, Presiding Officer 

CASE L D. NO : 348/2005 

Registered on: 16-8-2005 

Date of Decision: 6-7-2007 


Ram Pal MaUriya 

S/o Shri Ram lUshore Mauriya, 

1731, Phase-VII, Mohali, 

District Ropar ....Petitioner 

Versus 

The District Manager, 

FCI, Sector-17, 

Punjab National Bank Building, 

Chandigarh ... .Respondent 

APPEARANCE 

For the Workman : Shri Hardial Singh Hundal, AR 
For the Management: Mr. R. K. Sharma, AR 
AWARD 

The following reference, which was received from 
Ministry of Labour, Government of India under their 
No. L-22012/180/F/93-IR (C. II) dated 2nd September, 
1993 reads as under:— 

"Whether the termination of services of Shri Ram 

Pal Mauriya is justifed ? If not, to what relief the 

workman is entitled to and from what date T 

The reference was registered in this Tribunal and 
the notices were issued to the parties who appeared 
through their Representatives and Counsels, from time to 
time. The workman submitted his claim in the shape of 
Claim Statement and supported the same with his affidavit 
The perusal of the record shows that the Management 
has not filed their writtoi statement However, they have 
put up their case through the affidavit of their witnesses 
who were changed from time to time and ultimately, who 
had been given up, except one Shri H. S. Bedi, who 
appeared as a witness and proved his affidavit The parties 
have also placed on record copies of a number of 
documents. The workman has also appeared as A witness 
in support of his claim. 

As made out by his pleadings the claim of the 
workman is that he was ^ipointed as (Casual worker on 
daily wages by the District Manager of the Management 
on 10th Feb., 1987 and was assigned a variety of jobs to 
^do. He served the Management for more than one year 
till 13th July, 1988 when his services were suddenly 
terminated although his work and conduct was satisfoctory 
during the period he served the Management. The 
Management also kept him on daily wages although they 
h^ given regular grades to similarly situated persons. 
When he raised the claim for that the Management 
terminated his services although he was working against 
a regular post. The Management had 35 posts of watchmen 
and 16 that of messengers, one of a typist; that the 
termination of the services of the workman was bad in 
law as he was not paid any retrenchment cong)ensation. 
The Management also violated the provisions of Section 
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25-G, H & N as they recruited fresh hands without 
providing Opportunity to the workman to work. They 
retained tho juniors of the workman. The Management 
also neitheir chargesheeted him nor held any inquiry 
against hint, therefore, did not give him the chance to 
state his case. He admitted that he had filed a Claim 
Petition in the High Cotui, but had withdrawn the same. 

The case of the Management is that the workman 
wasiengagqd on casual basis, to work as Messenger, as 
and (when r^uired. The Management did not require his 
services aflir 13 th July, 1988, therefore, his services were 
retri^nched after paying him the retrenchment 
coit^nsatijin and wages in lieu of notice period. He being 
engaged as j casual worker, could not claim pay scale of 
regular employees. The recruitment in the Management 
is done un^r prescribed rules and the workman could 
not ^ regularized on his simple application as eventual 
selection cQuld hinge upon specific requirement of the 
Mai^gemeit. The disengagement of the workman was 
don0 in acc|:>rdance with the provisions of the Industrial 
Disiiutes Att, 1947 as he was offered the retrenchment 
com|)ensatipn and notice pay in lieu of notice, but he 
relived to r^ive the same. TTie Manageinent could not 
send! the chraue to him since the address of the workman 
was pot witp them Admitting that the Management had 
engajged so^e worker for the watch and duty but stated 
that |he natiire of their duty was entirely different as the 
worlfman wps engaged as a messenger. Relying upon the 
judgement ^f Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in a case 
repoited as lAIR 1985 SC 488 it is claimed by them that 
the Votkm^n having served in different establishment 
coul^ not cljaim consideration at par with the employees 
of Pimjab Regional Office of the establishment. The 
refeijence according to them was also npt maintainable 
sinc^ the wbrkman has concealed facts from the Court 
regarding l^s approaching the Hon’ble Court by way of 
writ ^titioti. 

The question which has fallen for the consideration 
of this Tribi|nal is whether the termination of services of 
Shri Ram Pil Mauriya, by the Management was justified 
or npt. Fro4 the pleadings of the parties it is shown that 
they 'are at Variance about facts very little. There is no 
dispute between them that the woriunan had served the 
ManUgemeiit and his services were terminated on 13 th 
July, il988. The Management also did not dispute that the 
workplan l^that day had served the Management for more 
than 1 1 year, (As per their claim, they had given wages for 
one month in lieu of the notice and the retrenchment 
compensatidn to the woilcman on the day his services were 
terminated. |t further shows that the workman had served 
the luanageinent for more than 240 days on the day his 
services we|e terminated. The facts which are disputed 
by thp management are that the workman was not entitled 
to a Regular jgrade of 750—940 w.e.f 7th January, 1996. 
Theif clain^ is that the workman was a casual worker 


-- 

engaged on need basis and was not a regular employee 
nor he was engaged against a regular post therefore, he 
could not claim a regular grade. The question of giving 
regular grade to the workman is beyond the scope of the 
reference, therefore, it cannot be considered. 

The dispute which requires consideration is the 
claim of the Management that on the day of terminating 
the services of the workman the Management had offered 
him retrenchment compensation as well as the wages for 
the notice period. The workman has denied fhat the same 
were done. On record I find a photo copy of the letter 
addressed to the workman dated 13th July, 1988, which 
is shown to have been issued by hand. The photocopy of 
the cheque, bearing No. 061839 dated 13th July, 1988 
which is also on record reads that an amount of Rs. 1350 
was paid to Ram Pal Mauriya. On the letter no address of 
the workman is given. The Management has claimed that 
since the workman was a casual worker and the 
Management did not possess his residential address, 
therefore, the amount of cheque, after having been refused 
by the workman, could not be sent to him on his residential 
address through the Postal Authorities. The workman has 
failed to rebut this claim of the Management by any 
evidence except by his own statement stating that the 
amount of compensation was not paid to him by the 
Management. He said nothing about the .lon-availability 
of his residential address with the Management. The 
Management has supported their claim with the award 
passed in a similar case by CGIT-cum-Labour Court, 
Chandigarh, in I. D. No. 106 of 1989. They have claimed 
that, like in the case, of Simla Devi, the workman, in that 
case, they had offered the payment of compensation to 
the workman but he refused. The Management has 
however, not produced the witness who had offered the 
cheque and the notice pay, to the workman nor there is 
any endorsement on letter to show that the workman had 
refused to accept the notice and the cheque. But the 
evidence produced show that the Management had 
prepared the cheque in favour of the workman which 
represented the notice pay and the retrenchment 
compensation. He faintly claimed the benefit of section 
25-N of the Act but did not seriously contest the same nor 
produced any evidence to prove the same. The workman 
has not shown that the amount so offered was less than 
the amount due to him as notice pay and the retrenchment 
compensation. It is to be taken that the amount was correct 
one. It is generally believed that once the retrenchment 
compensation is accepted, the workman loses the job 
permanently because if that thinking generally the 
compensation offered is refused. The official acts, done 
in the normal course are presumed to be correct and if a 
cheque for an amount representing the notice wages and 
retrenchment compensation, was prepared, it is to be 
presumed to have been offered to the workman and if it 
did not reach to him, it may be that the workman himself 
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tuid not accepted the same. So far the question, whether 
th e Management had violated the provisions of the law in 
terminating the service of the woiianan, is concerned, I 
am of the opinion that all that what was possible under 
the l.D. Act, was done the Management. They had 
offered the payment of wages, for the notice period and 
the retrenclunent compensation to the workman, before 
the termination of his services in July 1988. Thus it cannot 
be: said that the termination of the workman was bad in 
law because of violation of provision Section 25-F of the 
Aa. 

The fact, however, remains that the Management 
did not act appropriately after dispensing with the services 
of the workman. If the cheque representing the amount of 
compensation, offered to him, was refused by the 
workman, they should have made endorsement thereof 
on the letter in presence of the witnesses. They further 
faiiled'in their duty to offer the amount of compensation 
to the workman on the day they appeared in response to 
thi; demand notice, before the conciliation officer to prove 
their bona fide, of having offered the amount of 
con^nsation to the workman. They did not do that even 
when notice from this Tribunal asking them to answer 
thi3 claim of the workman was given to them. I have 
accepted their plea that they had offered the amount of 
compensation to the workman, on the day the services of 
the workman were disengaged but I feel they further owed 
the duty towards the workman to have offered the same 
before the crmciliation officer before the Tribunal or should 
have again sent the cheque to him after they had known 
about his residential address as given in the Claim 
SUiteraent. Since the workman has failed to prove that 
his termination was bad in law, he is not entitled to 
the relief of quashment of order of his disengagement, 
but he is definite^ entitled to the amount of compensation 
he was duefon the day his services were dispensed 
with. 


25 2008 

atr, 611,—1947 (1947 

^ 14) 17 
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New Delhi, the 25th February, 2008 

S.O. 611.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
(jovemment herely publishes the award (Ref. No. 118/ 
2004) of the Central Government Industrial Trilxinal-cum- 
Labour Court No. II, Dhanbad as shown in the Aimexure 
in Industrial Dispute between the management of UCX) 
Bank and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Govemment on 25-2-2008. 

[No. L-I20II/126/2004-IR (B-II)] 
RAJINDER KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT 

Shri Nagendra Kumar, Presiding Officer 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
I0(l)(d) of the l.D. Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 118 of 2004 

PARTIES 


In view of the discussion made above I decided the 
reference against the workman holding that the 
Management was justified in disengaging him from 
service as thej’ did not require the same any more. He 
was, however, entitled, on the day his services were 
disengaged to the amount of compensation. If he refused 
to accept the same, he was still entitled to that at least 
after the day they appeared before the conciliation officer, 
the refore, I hold that the workman is entitlki to the amount 
of compensation plus interest thereon at the rate of 9% 
p.a . from 27th January, 1994 when they first appeared in 
this Tribunal. The award is passed in these terms. Let a 
coj)y of this award be sent to the appropriate Goverrunent 
for necessary action and the file be consigned to records 
afl( 2 r due conqiletion. 

KULDEP SINGH, Presiding Officer 


Enployers in relation to the management of UCO 
Bank and their workman. 

AjPPEARANCES 

On behalf of the Mr. B, Prasad, 

Workman State Secretary, 

,UCO Bank Employees 
Association 


On behalf of Ihe Mr. Anil Kumar Sinha, 

employers Law Officer 

State : Jharkhand Industry : Banking 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 18th F^ruaiy, 2008 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, in exercise 
of the powers conferred on them urider Section 10(1 )(d) 
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of the I D. Act, 1947 has referred the following dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order No. 
L-12011/1 24/2004-IR (B-II) dated, the 9th November, 
2004] 

' SCHEDULE 

i “Whether the action of the management of UCO 
iBank, Patna in not regularizing the services of 
I Shri >|ani Yadav alias Shri Sanichar Yadav, who 
I has claimed to have been working continuously for 
I more ihan 20 years in Soik> Branch is legal and 
ijustified ? If not, what relief the above workman is 

I entitle to T 

\ 

: 2. In this case both the parties appeared through 
their authorised representative and filed their respective 
Written Statement, documents etc. Oral evidence of both 
sides were also concluded. Finally at the stage of hearing 
argument the representative of the workman has appeared 
and j ubmittW to pass a ‘No dispute’ Award in Uiis case 
on tl le ground that the dispute in question has been 
resol vcd anq the concerned workman In this case has been 
regu larised and posted in Jhajha. In view of such 
subrr ission made on behalf of the workman in his petition 
no ol jectionjhas been raised on behalf of the management. 

; Peru4d the petition and heard both sides. Since the 
dispute in qjaestion has been resolved and as prayer has 
beenmade oh behalf of the workman to pass a ‘No dispute’ 
Award, I da not find any scope to proceed further in this 
case] Under I such circumstances, a ‘No dispute’ Award is 
pass^ in tMs reference presuming non-€xistence of any 
industrial dispute between the parties. 

NAGENDRA KUMAR, Presiding Officer 
M -fe#, 26 -URCRI, 2008 

612.—[qqiq 1947 (1947 
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New Delhi, the 26th February, 2008 


S.O. j612.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Indijstrial disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Gov^rnmeik hereby publishes the award (Ref No. CGIT- 
2/1 of? of 2oi)5) Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cumj-Labodr Court No. II, Mumbai as shown in the 
Annexure i0 the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in r^ation fo the management of Department of Telecom 


and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 26-2-2008. 

. [No. L-40012/88/2005-IR (DU)] 
SURENDRA SINC^ Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 

PRESENT 

A. A. Lad, Presiding Officer 

Reference No. CGIT-2/107 of 2005 

Employers in relation to the management of Bharat 
Sanchar Nigam Ltd., Sindhudurg. 

The Telecom District Manager, 

M/s. BSNL, 

Sindhudurg at Sawantwadi, 

Maharashtra State 

AND 

Their Workmen 

Shri Mahesh Ramachandra Ghone 

At & Post Vajrat 

Tal. \fengurla 

Sindhudurg 

Maharashtra State 


APPEARANCES 

For the Employer : Mr. S. S. Karkera, 

Advocate 

For the Workmen : Mr. J. H. Sawant, 

Advocate 

Mumbai, Dated 11th January, 2008 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by 
its Order No. L-40012/88/2005/IR(DU) dated 26-9-2005 
in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub¬ 
section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 have referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the management of Telecom 
District Manager, Sindhudurg in terminating the 
services of Shri Mahesh Ramchandra Ghone w.e.f 
December 1986 is just and proper ? If not, to what 
relief the workman is entitled ?” 

2. Claim statement is filed by concerned workman 
at Ex-6 making out case that he joined first party as a 
Mazdoor w.e.f 1-6-1985. He worked under the control 
and supervision of first party. He was attending permanent 
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nature of woik. lle tvass^}poiedtobdregttlariiedl9^ 
management, ^thottt Msigiiiiig any reason, he 

was iiot permitted id fepdft Otl duty we.f. 1>1-1987. 
Acooidtiig to conceitied add decision of first 

party vloiates'priiidples of Mtufal justice and provisions 
of Industrial Disputes Act. Without giving notice or 
offering notice pay Of Opting fetlrement compensation, 
he was prevented from reporting du^. He approached 
management time and d^a l^ltuilly letter dated 
3>3-2003 management informed the ivorlunan that, he 
cannot be recruited and regularised since there Is ban for 
recruitment. Even management aocepted the services of 
security guard through contractor and deprived concerned 
workman to Ivork with it So he approached ALC (C) 
Goa and put Up his iprievsnces. Those were not settled 
due to non coioperatlon from the first party^s side and as 
such, ALC (Ci) Goa sent dilute report on which Central 
Government Labour Ministry sent reference here for 
adjudicatiottb So he prays to declare the action of 
termination as illegal wife direction to first party to reinstate 
him with full badcwages and continuity of services. 

3. This is objected by first party by filing reply at 
Ex-8 making Out case that demand of the second party is 
hopelessly barred by limitation. It also suffers fiom delay 
and laches. Claim eff the second party was against Telecom 
District Manager. Whereas, there is no such an 
independent bo(ty. Even the case made out by second party 
feat he was prohibited to report on duty w.e.f l>l-87 is 
challenged by them in the Reference in 2005 for which 
no explanation given as to why demand was made at such 
later stage. Besides it is contended that, concerned 
workman was taken on casual basis on project woric. As 
soon as said project work was completed, he was not 
invited in the employment. It is denied that, he was 
illegally terminated. Since he was not a permanent 
employee of the Department and no appointment order 
was issued to him by selecting him in interview process, 
he cannot claim permanency. So it is sulxnitted that, claim 
of second party be i^ected. 

4. In view of above pleadings, issues were framed 
at Ex-11 which 1 answer as follows: 


Issues 

Findings 

(i) Is termination justifiable? 

Does not arise 

(ii) Is second party erititled for 

No 

reinstateinent ? 


(iii) Is second party entitled to 

No 

any other benefits ? 


(iv) What order? 

As per order b< 

REASONS 


Issue No. 1: 



5. Second party Shri Mahesh Ramchandra Ghone 
came up with case feat, he woriced with first party as 


Mazdoor w.e.f. l-6-l'^5 till 1-1-1987. Accordingto him, 
he was doing' permanent work. Without any reason he 
was not permiUedto report w.e.f. 1-1-1987. Said decision 
of the fim parly which discontinued second parly w.e.f. 
1-1-1987 is illegal, bad in law and not as per the previsions 
of Industrial Dilutes Act Whereas case (ff first parly is 
that, he was engaged by Department of Tbiecom on ca^ial 
basis on project work. He worked purely on daily wages 
on short term project. He was not ^jpointed by giving 
appointment order and not terminated by bsning 
termination ordet To prove that, second party place 
reliance on his d^sttion made by him by filing an 
affidavit in lioi of examination-in-chief Ex-12. However 
in his cross, he states that no ^^intment order was 
issued by first psuty. He admits that, be was not terminaled 
by BSNL. Against that Rfsf parly place reliance on the 
evidence of one witness by name S. D. \^jaratkar whose 
affidavit in lieu of examination-in-chief is filed at Ex-18. 
Said witness has no knovriedge about work done by 
concerned woikmaa He has no idea whetiier second party 
workman worked on field. On that second party’s advocate 
submitted written arguments at Ex-20 with copy of 
dedskm of Bombay High Court given in Writ Petition 
No. 2000 of 2000 whereas, first party place reliance on 
arguments submitted at Ex-21. 

6 . The learned Advocate for second party place 
reliance on decision of Hon’ble High Court given in Writ 
Petition No. 2000 of2000. In that case, workman involved 
by name Kotekar claiined that, he worked for more than 
240 days and he secured permanency which was iq)held 
by Tribunal. And Tribunal observed first party has not 
complied the provisions of section 25 F before terminating 
said workman and granted reinstatement but without 
backwages when he worked for 240 days. Said was 
challenged by Kotekar for not granting backwages and 
while deciding that, jHon’ble High Court Bombay 
observed, though concerned woriunan did not work for 
that period, and though he cannot get backwa^s, he is 
entitled to get benefit of continuity of service. Whereas in 
OUT case, there is no claim of this workman that, he worked 
for more than 240 days and he was appointed Ity first 
party. The case of the first party is that, concerned 
workman was appointed on site project and without aity 
appointment order. Evoi no evidence is produce Ity second 
party to (xxrvethat, he has omipleted 240 days ash^)pened 
in case of Kotekar to attract protection under Section 
25-F. Even no that type of case is made out Ity concerned 
workman to attract the prot^ion given in case of Kotekar 
to benefit him. As per this case, he joined first party from 
1-6-1985 and was estopped in reporting from 1-1-1987. 
No details are given about his worlqng days with first 
party between 1-6-1985 to 1-1-1987. At the most said 
period tmtybeof one and half year but it is not mentioned 
and claimed by the concerned workman feat, he worked 
continuously and he completed 240 days and worked on 


885GI/Da—9 
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^rmanent post. In such case, burden is on workman to 
l^ove h4 worked for more than 240 days. Said is not proved 
as observed in Hon’ble Madras High Court published in 
2007 iniLLJ 652. So the wtnfcdtmet^ concerned workman 
4 ppears|to be work of casual nature and that too on short 
tierm pijoject work. Said is not denied 1^ concerned 
^oikm^. So when concerned workman is not attracting 
t^e pro^tion of Section 25 F, 1 am of the opinion that, 

S st pa^ is not supposed to comply the provisions of 
dustribl Disputes Act. When he was not appointed to 
dualify ^m for the protection of provisions of Industrial 
0ispute$ Act, the estoppal of seqpnd party by first party 
i^ not calling him in the employment cannot be termed 
as a terinination under Section 2 (oo) as observed by 
I^on’blel Bombay High Court in case of Kotekar. When 
cjoncem^ workman has not attracted protection given 
lender S^on 25-F, in my considered view, the so-called 
t^rmina^on cannot be tested Imie in the terms of legal 
ttrm ami as such I conclude that, question of terminating 
s|ich en^loyee does not arise. Hence, I answer this issue 
to that effect. 


linue Nhs. 2 & 3 : 

7. ; Second party claimed reinstatement with 
backwa^ and continuity of service. But here ctxicemed 
Mforkmah unable to establish that, he was terminated 
illegally I and entitled to reinstatement. When he unable 
t(i establish that, he was terminated illegally, question of 
setting a^ide said order with relief of reinstatement with 
b|ickwag|es or with any other relief does not arise. Besides, 
d^lay wtiich occurred in raising dispute is not'explained 
by concebied workman. No doubt ^ere is no limitation 
iri raising dispute. However when employee like this was 
aMinteq on daily wages, caimot raise dispute about his 
toirninatlon as per his convenience and after such long 
period, ^ides Court while deciding Civil Appeal 
Njo. 3595^3612 of 1999 published in 2006 (I) SC Services 
Lkw Judgments page 480 between Secretary, State of 
Khmatal^ & Ors. V/s. Umadevi & Ors. observed that, 
diily wiger appointed temporarily cannot claim 
pdrmane^cy in the Government post. 

8 . So if we consider all thsee, and case made out by 
both, I occlude that, reference of second party deserves 
toibe rge^ied. Hence the order: 

ORDER 


Reference is rejected with no order as to cost. 

D$te: lUl-2008 A. A LAD, Presiding Officer 

26 2008 
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New Delhi, the 26th Februaiy, 2008 

S.O. 6l3.—Ih putsuance of Sectiou 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Ad, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 1085/ 
2005) Central Oovernmeni Industrial Tribunai-cum- 
Labour Court No. ll, Chandigarh as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dilute between the employers 
in relation to the managemegit of Central Soil Salinity 
Research Institute and their workman, which was received 
by the Central Govehunent on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-42012/40/1993-IR (DU)] 
SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXtJRE 

CENTRAL government tNDtJSTRlAL 
TRIRUN AL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-II, 
CttANDtOARfit 

Shri Kuldip Singh, Ptesiding Officer 

Case LD. No 1 1085/2005 
Registered on i 21-9^2005 
Date of Decision : 14-7-2007 

Gopal Rai, 

S/o Shri Siphai Rai, 

Model Town, 

House No. 231 L, 

Kamal .Petitioner 

Versus 

The Director, CSSRI, Kamal ... Respondent 

APPEARANCES 

For the Workman : Shii R. P. Rana, 

Advocate 

For the Management . Shri R. K. Sharma, 

Advocate 

AWARD 

Vide their order No. L-42012/40/1993-IR(DU) dated 
12/17th August, 1994, Ministry of Labour, Government 
of India referred the following dispute for the adjudication 
of this Tribunal:— 

“Whether the action of the management of Central 
Soil Salinity Research Institute, Kamal in 
terminating the services of Shri Gopal Rai, Casual 
Worker w.e.f. 1st April, 1988 is legal and 
justified ? If not, what relief he is entitled to and 
from what date ?” 
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Tbe nptice ^ t)ip ym liven to the patties 

who appeared thrppgb their Cppnsol and filed their 
respective claims ip & form of Claim statement, reply 
to the Claim Statement, replication, the workman's 
affidavit. The Management h^ allo tUed the affidavil of 
Shii Rounak Ram, t&ir Assistant Administrative Officer 
in support of tl^ir claim hesides that of Sbri Tej Ram, 
Assist^ Admimstmtive C^cor. 

It is on record that hefhie die proceedings of the 
case could advance the Management filed an amdication 
for permission to amend their Written Statement. They 
also filed affi^vit of Shri R, Ci Meena, Senior 
Administrative OCieor in support of their elaim, The 
wotionan appeared as a witness whereas the Management 
examined ^Shri Tej Ram and R, C. Meona as their 
witnesses. At the request of the Management they were 
allowed to amend th^ WilUen Petition and incorporate 
the plea that since the Management Is not an industiy, 
the present re^renoe is not maintainable and this 
ivihunal has no jpiisdictiQn to adjudicate imon the said 
reference- 

The claim ^ the workman i$ that he had joined 
service with the Management on daily wages basis in the 
year I9g2 and he served them upto 31st Dec., 1990. The 
Management, alt of a sudden rdhsed the employment to 
the workman on 1st January, 1991; that he had joined the 
service with the Management on being igmnsored by tbe 
enq^loyment exchange, He was, however, paid small 
amount as thiily wages although he performed the same 
job, which permanent Class IV employees of the 
Management performed as Peon, Beldar and Chow^dar. 
He re^atedly lomosented for being regularised in service. 
Though he was interviewod, but was not adjusted on 
regular basil. He had served the Management for 240 days 
in more than one year e^iocially in the year 1988’^9 a^ 
1990, Before tenuinating the services, the Management 
neitber gave lum the nottoe nor conveyed the reasons to 
terminate hii services; that the workman along with co- 
workers approached the CAT, but since there was a 
question ctf disputed fiicts, therefore, he withdrew the 
petition. The workman claims the r^fief on the ground 
that the Management being a limb of Indian Council of 
Agriculture research is an Industiy and the workman 
having served them for 240 days in a year deserves his 
regularization and could not be terminated without 
following the provisions of ID. Act, 1947.to be called 
^"Act” in short The Management acted in an arbitrary 
manner with colorable exercise of their powers and 
fovouridsiff in selecting those who were rdteted to the 
ofhoeri of the Management ignoring the claim of those 
who had joined the service through the Employment 
Exchan^. Ri^mtting the claim of the Managonent in 
anticipation, it is further stated by him that the instructions 
of Government of India, to get the woik done through the 
oontractor, were not applicable to tbe woikman since the 


same were effective from 1st April, 1988 and since the 
woikman had served the Management for 240 days, 
therefore, the termination of tus services was violative of 
the Provisions of the Act. He has further claimed that 
during the conciliation proceedings the Management 
maintained a stubborn attitude and did not offer an 
enq)l(^^m fo the woriunan stating that they get work 
done through the oontractor, therefore, no work was 
available for which the workman can be engaged. 

The Mmiagement in their iq>fy has claimed that 
from 1st April, 1988, the Management had introduced a 
contractual systemforgett^ the work done and obtained 
certificate of legistratioii, therefore, there was no question 
of engaging the workman for any labour work. They have 
further claimed that the petition is time barred having no 
cause of action or locus standi. It is also claimed by them 
that the wodunan is esumped, by his own conduct, to 
prosecute the present petition. It is also claimed that the 
Management is not an Industry, therefore, also the 
reference is bad and this Tribunal does not possess the 
jurisdiction to decide the issue. * 

On merits it is Hated by them that the workman 
had never worked for the Management afier 1st January, 
1988. The Management has destroyed the muster rolls/ 
attendance rolls pertaining to the earlier period as a follow 
up the decision taken by the committee on 31st Dec., 1986. 
It was the oontractor who enjoy^ control over his labour 
and the Manag^ent did not h^ any direct concern with 
them. Relying iqion the j^gement (ff Puiyab and Haryana 
High Coiurt, in the case of National Fertilizer Ltd. Vs. 
Presiding Officer and others, reported as 1990(3) Recent 
Judgements, 276, it is claimed by the Kfona^ment that, 
so as to declare a workman as the employee of the 
Man^nient the Tribunal should sqx’ly ikc ^ whether 
the wofker engaged produced goods or services and the 
services were so required for carrying on the business; 
and whether the Management had economic control over 
the workers; the the workman was not the employee of 
the Management so is not entitled to any relief; that the 
Nfonagenfent though an autonomous body, but followed 
the rules of Government of India and they were bound by 
the same so as to make appointments. It is on record that 
the woikman was called for ait interview, but was not 
selected having not come within the criteria fixed. They 
denied that the workman had served in the year 1989 and 

1990 for 240 days. They further dented that they had 
terminated the services of the woikman. Since the woik 
had been allotted to the contractors, so it was his di^ to 
engage the labour. They further denied that the 
Management had ever asked the workman on 1st January, 

1991 that they haw no work for him nor they emplc^^ 
ai^ other workman after 1st April, 1988. They have 
fuither denied that they had terminated the services of 
the workman or had emiloyed woikmen after ist April, 
1988. They further denied the other contentions of the 
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\vork|[ian an^ submitted that the claim of the workman 
may 1^ dismissed with costs. 

[n his i^eplication the workman did not raise any 
^aim. He claimed that the workman was working 
management till the introduction of contractual 
and ty then he had put in more than 240 days 
then fore, his services could not be terminated. 
He de|iied th it he was a valid contractor or had worked 
under;the contractor till his termination. He was rather 
getting salari from the Maimgement and no contractor 
intervened inj their relationship. Claiming that he along 
with dther retrenched workers had approached the CAT 
through an ofiginal application h%stated that the same 
was ^ithdravirn later on. The workman had vigorously 
followed his pse so there was no question of his claim 
having been barred by his limitation. He further disputed 
the applicatic^ of principle of estoppel against him and 
stated [that tl^ workn^n had served the Management 
durind his yojuth and now they caimot ignore that fact. 
He clalmod thM he had been engaged through emi^oyinent 
exchange ana the Management has to explain as to how 
they continue^ taking service from him along with othors, 
till 31pt Ded., 1990. He disputed the claim of the 
Management that they did not possess the muster-rolls 
from the year 4987 to 1990. As per their own saying they 
had depoyed the record only for the period up to 1986. 
The faet that ^e Management has failed t6 disclose the 
name cjf the o^ntractor who had worked for them, he has 
turtherjclaimed that in view of the judgement of Hon’ble 
Supreide Cou^ reported as 1992(4) SLR 770 with title 
State o^Haiyaifa Vs. Piara Singh and others, the workman 
had thd right (|f consideration for regularization, having 
saved tpe Mai^gement for a long tiine. The Management, 
therefcjre, vijilated the provisions of the Act and 
disengaged thje services of those who had served the 
Management ^r 18 years and above.Ife further claimed 
that h^ was Entitled to know the reasons for his 
disenga|gemen|; and the Management has the posts of 
Chowkipars, P^ns, Sweqpers and etc. in Oass IV category 
and theiworkn^n is rearfy to woric on any other post. 


1 ibve gone through the file and have also ccxisidered 
the subihissionk made by the counsel for the parties. 

The Management has raised a number of 
prelimipaiy o|>jections to the maintainability of the 
reference. It is their claim that the claim made is barred 
by limitation; t^at the workman has no cause of action to 
maintai^ the sapie; that the workman is estopped to raise 
the claiip by hi^ own conduct; that the workman has no 
locus st 4 ndi to file the present claim. They have hirther 
claimed that ^ince there existed no relationship of 
employer and employee between the parties and the 
management hqd introduced the contractual system w.e.f 
Isl of ^pril, iI988, therefore, the dispute is not 
niaintaiim^^^- The Iasi preliminary objection raised by 


them is that the Management is not an industry since it 
carries on the activity of reseafPh in a systematic manner. 
It is ntA engaged in the work of trade and business nor it 
is engaged in the production or distribution of services to 
satisfy the human wants and wishes. According to them 
they are engaged in the research worit so are not an 
industry. 

I have considered the preUminaiy olaections raised. 
After going through the record of the file I feel that the 
Management has not seriously corned the preliminary 
objections. They have not produced any evidence to show 
that the claim of tJie workman is barred hy limitation or 
he has no cause of action to maintain the reference. To 
me the preliminary objections are misplaced as the 
Tribunal is adjudicating upon this reference as is desired 
by the Appropriate Government mid not on the asking of 
the workman. Whether there existed the relationship of 
employee and employer between the parties or whether 
the w'oriunan has the cause of action to maintain his claim, 
are the questions which are interwoven with the question 
of termination of services of the workman. So shall get 
decided automatically by the answa- to the reference. 

As regards the question, whether the Management 
is an industry or not, I feel the plea taken by the 
Management is without any merit. The answer to the plea 
of the Management is contained in the famous judgement 
of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in the case "‘Bangalore 
Water Supply and Sewerage Board versus A Rajappa 
reported as 1978 Lab IC 778”. The seven judges bench 
ruled that “Industry” means an establishment where there 
is a (i) systematic activity, (ii) organized by the co¬ 
operation between employer and employee, (iii) for 
production and/or distribution of goods and services 
calculated to satisfy human wants and wishes. Absence 
of profit motive or gainful objective is irrelevant, be the 
venture in public, joint, private or other sector, The true 
focus is ftmctional and the decisive test is the nature of 
the activity with special emphasis on the employer- 
employee relations. According to their Lordships 
Professions, clubs, education institutions, CQ*operatives, 
research institutes, charitable projects and other kindred 
adventures, if fulfilled the triple tests cannm be exempted 
from the soopeof ‘ Industry’. Applying these tests it cannot 
be said that the Management is not an industry. In their 
own pleadings the Management admitted that they were 
engaged in research work and that they followed iheir 
persuit with the help of Research Scholars and the 
labourers. Their stand that they are not engaged in 
commercial activity is of no consequence, in the facie of 
the Judgement referred to above. The preliminary 
objections raised by the Management are then^ore, of no 
merit and are rejected. 

The question which now requires consideration is 
whether the Management of Central Soil Salinity Research 





[VPTII—^3(ii)] 


" ’nr?! ^ TTSm : ^ 22 , 2008/^ 2 , 1930 


1245 


Institute, Karn^l had tennin 9 ted the services of Shri Gopal 
Rai, casual worker w.e.f 1st of April, 1988 and if so 
whether their action was legal and justiAed. If not what 
relief the workman is entitled to and Aotn what date. The 
Management in repfy to the claim of the^ workman stated 
that the workman had not worked with the Management 
after tst of January, 1988 and after 1st of April, 1988 the 
labour work used to be given to different contxackHs, They 
made evasive reply to the claim of the workman that he 
had continuously worked for the Management upto 31st 
of Dec., 1990. They only claimed that the workman had 
not worked for th^ after 1st of January, 1988. Whatabput 
the earlier period till 31st of Dec., 1987. Tlie workman 
produced Shri Tej Ram Assistant Administrative Officer 
of the Man^ement as his witness who produced the 
Muster-roll and other record and stated that as per record 
the workman had woriced for the Management on days as 
shown in statement exhibit WI. As per this document the 
workman had served the Management upto March, 1988. 
Counting backward he worked for the Management 
26 days in March, 1988, l9d^sinFdl)., ]988,26d^in 
January, 1988, 26 days in Novemb^, 1987, 23 dr^ in 
Oct., 1987, 17 days in Sept, 87, 17 days in July, 87, 21 
days in June, 1987,22 days in May, 87,20 days in April, 
1987 i.e. fm 217 days in total: Tt^ woffuim has not 
produced any evidence to belie this claim of the 
Management and to prove that he had served the 
Management for 240 days 12 months preceding the date 
of termination of his services on 1st April, 1988 as is 
claimed by him in his pleadings. The workman has thus 
failed to show that be entitled to the prmecdon as 
envisa^ by Section 25-F of the Act 

Mr. R C. hfeena who a|q)eaied as witness for the 
Management in his statement admitted that the worionmi 
was not given notice before changing his service 
conditions. The Management made evasive reply to the 
claim of the worionan that before t^minating his services 
the Management had not given him notice showing the 
reasons for tenoinating his services. There is also no 
evidence on record to show that the Managementhad paid 
retrenchment compensation to the workman before 
terminating his services or had paid the wages for the 
notice period. The Management therefoie, did notcQnu>]y 
with the provisions of section 25-F of tl^ Act but t^ 
were not simposed to con^ty with the same for the reason 
that the workman had not worked for the Management 
for 240 dm^ before the termination of his services w.e.f 
1 st April, 1988. The disoigagement ofthe worionanwas, 
therefore, legal and justified. The worieman is entitled to 
no relief. The reference is answered against him. Let a 
copy of this avi^ be sent to the apprqniate Government 
for necessary action and the file be consigned to records 
after due con^rletion. 

KOLDIP SINGH, Presiding Officer 


26 2008 

g?F. 31T, 614.—1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ «rRr 17 % #5^ 

% trqie 29/97) ^ t, ^ 

mm ^ 26-2-2008 ^ «n I 

[ri. T^^-42012/43/96-3n^ 31R 

Iw, 

New Delhi, the 26th February, 2008 

S.O. 614.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Aa, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Govemment hereby ptfolishes the award of the Inchistrial 
Tribunal, Hyderabad (Ref. No. 29/97) as shown in the 
Ahnexure in Industrial Dis|Hite between the employers 
to the management of M/s Indian lirmumologicals and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-42012/43/96-IR (DU)] 
. SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

EEFORE rm EMPLOYEES INSURANCE 
COURT, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-I, 
HYDERABAD 

PRESENT: 

Shri T. Auand, M.A. JX.B., Chairman (FAC) 
Dated the 9th J^uaiy, 2008 
ID. No. 29/97 

Between: 

Indian Immunofogicals Employees Union, 
Rakshapuram, Gacbibowli, 

Ifyderabad-133, 

Rep. By its (Jeneral Seci^iy, 

E.'Malla Reddy. ... Petitioner 

AND 

M/s Indian Immunotogicals, 

Rakshapuram, Gachibowli, 

I^'derabad-133, 

Rep. By its Assistant Manager. ... Re^ndent 

This Industrial Dispute is coming on before me for 
final bearing on 23-11-2007, upcm |>ersuiiig the petition, 
counter and other material p^rs on record and upon 
hearing the arguments of Sri. G. V Sagar, Advocate for 
the petitioner and Sri. P. Nageshwar Sree, Advocate for 
the respondent, and the matter having stood over 
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for consideration, till this date, this court passed the which the workman submitted detailed explanation. But 
following :— without considering his explanation the punishment of 


AWARD 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, 

vide its prder 30-5-1997 referred the following 

dispute ijnder Sktion 10(l)(d) and 2-A of the Industrial 
Dispute^ Act, |947 between the management of India 
Immunc^ogicali Hyderabad and Sri A.V, Dass, workman 
to this T^bunalj for adjudication. 

\ I SCQEDULR 

“Whethei! the action of the management of India 
lirimunologicals, Hyderabad in imposing the 
penalty of withholding one increment fpr a period 
of|three >jears of Shri A.V, Pass, Jr, Technician is 
le^a) and justified ? If not, to what relief the 
wdrkmari is entitled ?” 

2. ; Both narties made appearance in this Tribunal 
and Hle^ clain^ statement and counter. 

3.1 Claim petition field 1^ the petitioner union is 
to the fo lowing effect; The petitioner is a registered Trade 
Union h iving registered under Trade Unions Act bearing 
No. A-1259. Tpe majority of the employees working in 
Indian Immunplogicals are members of the petitioner 
union (^erein ^er referred to as union). The union has 
takeii u|p the issue with regard to the impositipii of 
punishipent oil A.V. Dass, Jr. Technician, who is a 
membei of the union. The conciliation proceedings 
initiated by thej union ended in ^lure on 31-5-1995 and 
a failure reportiwas submitted by Assistant Commissioner 
of Labour (Central). The Government of India was 
pleased jto refer] the dispute for adjudication. Sri A.V. Dass 
herein dfter called as a workman, is working in the second 
shift in (the conipany. On 4-2-1994 while he was entering 
into the main gate he noticed that six sticks used for 
crectioit of hunger strike tents were removed and missing 
from thh company's premises. When the workman made 
enquiries with the security officer, the Security Officer 
used uii-parliarnentary language against the workman. 
Thereafter the workman was issued charge sheet dt. 5/7- 
2-1994iallegiiig that he acted in a disorderly manner 
subverstive to the discipline of the establishment by using 
abusive un-parliamentary language repeatedly against the 
security officer and the same attracted Clause 25(1), 25(9) 
of Certified $tanding Orders. He was placed under 
suspension pending disciplonary enquiry. The workman 
submittjed detailed explanation Then enquiiy was ordered 
into the chaigejs framed against him. The union has made 
a representatidn on 30-4-1994, However the suspension 
is not revoked. The enquiry officer conducted a fare 
enquiry and od the basis of report submitted by the enquiiy 
officer [the woirkman was issued with show cause notice 
dt. 1718-1994 proposing to impose punishment of 
stoppage of oile increment for a period of three years, for 


stoppage of one inaement for a period of three years 
were confirmed by proceedings dt. 5-9-1994. Further it 
is also ordered that fpr the period of suspension, the 
workman is not entitled for any additional remuneration 
over and above the subsistence allowance. The union 
raised coiiciUation proceedings vide letter dt. 27-7-1994 
with regard to arbitrary suspension order issued by the 
management. Subsequently by order dt. 7-11-94, the 
union has raised another conciliation proceedings 
challenging the imposition of punishment on the 
workman. The conciliation proceedings ended in failure. 
The charges fimned against the workman are wholly false, 
ipcorrect anff fabricated with mala fide intention to harass 
apd humiliate ffi^ l(^al worker qf the trade union. The 
management, instead of taking action against the security 
personnel who are responsible for destruction of union 
pix^rty, had issued charge sheet and placed the workman 
under suspenrion on concocted charges. Hence the entire 
proceedings initiated by the management are wholly 
illegal, mala a^d arbitrary. The Assistant Manager 
(P&A) who has issued the charge sheet is not the 
disciplinary authority notified by the management. The 
charge-sheet issued by the Assistant Manager (P&A) is 
without any power or authority. On that ground alone 
the proceedings are liable to be set aside. The workman 
was depied reasonable opportunity to defend his case in 
the enquiry. He was also denied the benefit ofdefending 
himself through an Advocate in the miquiry. The enquiry 
proceedings have been conducted in gross violation of 
principles of natural justice, fair play, rules of the 
company. Thus the enquiry is vitiated. The enquiry officer 
conducted the enquiry in a biased manner. He has taken 
up the role of management during the enquiry. No 
oppoftunity was given for the workman for examining 
the witness in support of the management. The enquiry 
was conducted ex parte without giving opportunity to 
the workman. M,W-2 who was examined in support of 
the charges does not know Telgu, but his statement was 
recorded in Telugu. No reasons are assigned for imposing 
the punishment of stoppage of increment for three years 
on 5-9-1994. It is therefore prayed to set aside the 
punishment by directing the respondent/management to 
release increments to the workman with all consequential 
benefits. 

4. The respondent filed counter contending as 
follows; The petition is not maintainable either on facts 
or in Law. The allegations made in. the claim statement 
are neither true nor correct. Certain gave and serious 
misconduct were alleged against the petitioner. As such 
the petitioner was issued with charge sheet dt. 5/7-2/1994. 
It is alleged that on 4-2-1994 at about 8-15- A.M., the 
petitioner entered the main gate and abused security 
guards with un-parliamentary language and acted 
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disorderly itiailner, subversive to the disciptiue of the 
establishment and the said act constitute willful 
disobedience of any lawful and reasonable orders of the 
superiors, in tefms of clause 25 (1) and (9) of the Indian 
Irnmunologicals Certified Standing Orders. The 
petitioner subiUitted his explanation to the charge sheet 
vide explanation dt. 8-2-1994. But the same found to be 
not satisfactory. But to give the petitioner a fair and 
reasonable opportunity to defend his case, the 
management decided to conduct domestic enquiry into 
the charges levelled against the petitioner. Accor^ngly 
notice of enquiry issued to the petitioner. The enquiry 
was conducted in accordance with principles of natural 
justice. The petitioner raised untenable and irrelevant 
objections and refused to participate in the enquiry after 
attending on few occasions. The enquiry officer had to 
proceed with the enquiry in the absence of the petitioner. 
The findings of the enquiry officer are also made available 
to the petitioner. Basing on the gravity and seriousness 
of the proved misconducts, the re^ndent issued show 
cause notice to the petitioner calling upon his reply The 
p^itioner was also informed as to why the proposed 
punishment of stoppage of increment for a period of 3 
years should not be imposed. The petitioner submitted 
explanation by raising &lse and untenable comentions. 
The punishment imposed on the petitioner is legal, valid, 
bonafide and justified. The allegation that the security 
officer used unparliamentary language against the 
workman is false. The contentioq of the petitioner that 
the Asristam Manager (P&A) who issued the charge sheet 
is not disciplinary authority notified by the management 
is incorrect. In fact he is the competent person to initiate 
disciplinary action against the workman as pe/ the 
certified standing orders. As the management 
representative is not an Advocate or legally trained 
person, question of petitioner engaging an Advocate in 
the enquiry does mot arise. The v^ic^ty of the domestic 
enquiry is questioned on the ground that the enquiry 
officer acted in a biased matmer. Therefore pray^ to 
declare the punishment inqrosed by the management 
legally valid and justified by dismissing the petition. 

5. The then Chairman of Industrial Tribunal-1 
passed an order on 23-4-1998 holding that the domestic 
enquiry conducted by the enquiry officer is valid with a 
rider permitting the woiicman to cross-examine the 
management witness and also examine himself The 
management preferred W.P. No. 2700/98 challenging the 
said order. The Honble Sri Justice R. Subhash Reddy 
while disposing of the said writ petition held as follow: 

“In a case, where it is found that the domestic 
enquiry conducted is not in accordance with the 
procedure, a further opportunity can be given to 
lead evidence. But in the instant case, having 
recorded the finding that the workman is only a 
junior technician and the punishment was awarded 


by the correct authority and having upheld the 
validity of the domestic enquiry, it is not open for 
the Tribunal below to grant permission to the second 
respondent-utiion to cross-examine the 
management witness and to examine himself as a 
witness in the I.D. Therefore, the said direction is 
illegal.” . 

And the Writ Petition was allowed holding that the 
order under challenge to the extent of permitting the 
second respondent to cross-examine the management 
witness and to examine himself further before the 
Tribuital is set aside. 

6 . During the enquiry, the petitioner got examined 
himself as WW-1. Ex.W-1 to Ex.W-12 are marked. On 
management side M W- I was examined Ex . M-1 to Ex .M- 
25 are marked. 

7. Heard both sides. 

8 . The point for consideration is: 

“Whether the action of the management of Indian 
Inimunologicals, Hyderabad in imposing the 
penalty of withholding one increment fora period 
of three years to Shri A.V. Dass, Jr. Technician is 
legal and justified ? If not, to what relief the 
workman is entitled ?” 

9. The petitioner who was examined as WW-1 
deposed that during the first date of enquiry before the 
enquiry officer he requested the management to supply 
some documents namely resolution No. 230 and 278 of 
the Board of Directors with regard to the powers given 
to certain officers as disciplinary authority. It is further 
stated that though the management agreed to supply the 
documents before the enquiry officer. Subsequently 
refused to supply die documents on the ground that they 
are confidential documents. According to WW-1 since 
the documents are not supplied he gave an application 
stating that he would participate in the enquiry only when 
the documents supplied to him. Ex.W-3 is a letter dt. 
13-6-1994 requesting die enquiry officer to see that the 
documents are supplied to the peUtioner union. Ex.W-2 
is letter dt. 30-4-19941^ the union to the Chief Executive 
praying to withdraw suspension order. Ex.W-5 is a letter 
dt. 27-7-1994 written by President of peUtioner union to 
the Regional Commissioner of LUbmir about the arbitrary 
suspension of the workman. The enquiry officer did not 
respond to the applicaUon seeking supply of documents 
and continued ex parte enquiry. Ex.W-6 is the minutes 
of discussion hdd on 12-9-1994 in the presence of the 
condliaUon officer. Ex.W-7 is the coity of grounds of 
appeal preferred by the union to the Chief ExecuUve 
against the order of punishment imposed by Assistant 
Manager (P&A). But the Chief ExecuUve widiout giving 
opportunity of personal hearing as per the standing orders, 
disposed off the appeal. Ex. W-8 is theai^licaUon before 





1248 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MARCH 22,2008/CHAITRA 2, 1930 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


Regional liabour Commissioner seeking slay of the 
punishment. The contention of the petitioner that the 
enq\^ry oS^cer is not competent to hold enquiry and the 
officjer who! issued charge sheet is also not competent to 
do sja as pe^ the certified standing orders. 

I 10. M.W-1 deposed that Sri A.V. Dass, the 
workman pjartidpated in the enquiry along with defence 
repriesent^ve on two or three occasions and later they 
boy«}tted me enquiry. It is atfanitted by MW-1 that the 
workman {asked for two resolution passed by the 
marlagemeiit, but the enquiry officer held that they are 
not jrelevai^t for the enquiry. The said resolutions are 
marked asj Ex. M-23 and Ex. M-24 through MW-1 
Ex. M-18 ijs the copy of certified standing orders of the 
con pany. According to M.W-1 the Assistant Manager 
(Personnel) is disciplinary authority for Junior 
Tec miciar^ as per standing orders and as per Ex. M-19 
dekgationjof powers. He admitted that the union filed 
an ippealjagainst certain clauses before the Central 
Labour Commissioner, but the delegation of powers is 
not subject matter of the said appeal. According to 
MV^-1 Ex,m-19 delegation of powers is annexed to the 
Standing (jlrders. It is contended that the delegation of 
poM ers renjained valid as on date of the enquiry conducted 
aga nst Mf. Dass, MW-1 produced copy of the certified 
star ding orders to which delegation of powers statement 
is attached. It is admitted that the resolution sought by 
the A^orkmim is attached. It is admitted that the resolutions 
sou ght by me workman in Ex; W-3 was not supplied. It is 
in t le evidence of MW-1 that the appeal by the workman 
wai rejectil in Ex. W-ll dt. 1-10-1994. 

: 11. ^he enquiry conducted by the enquiry officer 
heljl to be jvalid. The main contention of the petitioner 
unipn is that the Assistant Manager (Persoimel), who 
issi^ed change sheet, is not competent to do so, as he is 
not! the ap^ffiting authority as^per the certified standing 
ordprs of the respondent company. Therefore the enquiry 
is v|itiated.jln the cross-examination WW-1 categorically 
adrhitted that the respondent company has issued certified 
stahding c4ders as evidenced by Ex. M-18. But according 
to ^W-1 standing orders were not certified by the 
corhpetent} officer as on the date of incident in question. 
Buj again $tated that the standing orders might have been 
certified ip 1592 as suggested. But they preferred an 
appeal to the Deputy Commissioner of Ljdiour, Central 
Nejv Delhi and sought for some modifications, and that 
thej said appeal was allowed modifying certain clauses. It 
is admitt^ fact that the company passed resolutions 230 
an(|l 278 ntentioning the names of the Assistant Manager 
whp are designated as disciplinary authority. It is not in 
dispute th^t Mr. A. V. Dass worieman is Junior Technician. 
It^ admitted by WW-l that the Assistant Manager is 
th^ disciplinary authority as per the standing orders. But 
according! to him the resolution refers to Mr. Sudhakar, 
Assistant Manager (Persoimel) as disciplinary authority. 


It is admitted by WW-1 one B. V.L.N. Verma the Assistant 
Manager (P&A) served chargesheet upon the workman, 
he says that the General Mailager is the appellate 
authority for the Junior Technicians. But the management 
committee can nominate any person also as appellate 
authority as per the standing orders. Though WW-1 
deposed that they gave representation to the Regional 
Labour Commissioner Central that the management is 
violating the standing orders and the said Commissioner 
gave notice to the company, no such notice was filed. 
WW-1 categorically admitted there are no other orders 
setting aside the delegation of powers given under the 
certified standing orders. WW-1 deposed that he does 
not know whether the Assistant Manager (P&A) is 
competent to serve a charge sheet and to pass final orders. 
In Ex. W-3 dt. 13-6-1994 it is clearly mentioned by the 
petitioner union that the management representative have 
produced resolution No. 230 and 278 of the management 
committee, wherein it was mentioned that Assistant 
Manager (P&A) in the name of Mr. R, Sudhakar. It is 
admitted fact that the charge sheeted workman was placed 
under suspension by B. V.L.N. \brma. Assistant M^ger 
(P&A). Ex. M-18 certified standing orders clearly shows 
that the disciplinary authority for Junior Technicians is 
Assistant Manager (P&A) or Manager as notified under 
Factories Act or (jeneral Mana^r as appoiming authority. 
Ex. M-19 is the chart showing the delegation of powers. 
Ex. M-21 is dt. 5-9-94 where under Assistant Manager 
(P&A) imposed penalty of stoppage of increment. 
Ex, M-22 is order of Deputy Chief Labour Commissioner 
is appellate authority under standing orders. Ex. M-23 is 
a resolution which says that A.V.S. Reddy Manager is 
authorized to act on behalf of respondent for the purpose 
of Model Standing Orders and it is resolved that the 
actions taken by the respondent in respect of any workman 
so far hereby ratified and approved. It is also stated in 
the said resolution that Sudh^ar, Assistant Manager 
(P&A) is authorized to represent and act on behalf of the 
respondent for the purpose of Model Standing Orders 
and have powers to appoint aity workman and to initiate 
any disciplinary action, to conduct enquiry and to suspend 
any workman and to impose any punishment. Ex. M-24 
is another resolution dt. 11-7-1990 resolving C.B, Raju, 
Deputy Manager to act as employer for the purpose of 
standing orders and empower to appoint any workman, 
to initiate any disciplinary action, to conduct enquiry, to 
suspend any workman and terminating the services of 
the workman. As per Ex. M-25 certified standing orders 
it cannot be said that Assistant Manager (P&A) is not 
the competent authority to issue charge sheet and to 
impose punishment. Admittedly in the instant case 
charge sheet was issued by Assistant Manager (P&A) 
who was delegated with powers of appointing authority 
for the Junior Technicians. Though appeal was preferred 
by the union against certain clauses of standing orders 
the delegation of power clause is not an issue in the said 
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appeal as evidenced by Ex. M-24 and Ex. M-25. So the 
contention of the petitioner union that they challenged 
the delegation of power clause of certified standing orders 
by way of appeal cannot be accepted. Hence 1 am of the 
view that the Assistant Manager (P&A) is competent 
authority to impose punishment. 

12. The evidence shows that the workman 
appeared before the enquiry officer for two or three 
occasions and thereby failed to attend the enquiry on the 
ground that the resolution copies were not furnished. I 
am of the view that non-supply of resolution copies to 
the workman do not vitiate the enquiry proceedings and 
it is also held that the domestic enquiry conducted by ihe 
enquiry officer is valid. The management has proved by 
evidence that certified standing orders were valid. And 
there is no violation of any clause of certified standing 
orders. The petitioner failed to show that the Assistant 
Manager (P&A) is not competent authority to issued 
charge sheet and to impose punishment. Hence the 
petition is dismissed. 

13. In the result Award is passed holding that the 
action of the management of Indian Immunologicals, 
Hyderabad in imposing the penalty of withholding one 
increment for a period of three years to Sri A. V. Dass, Jr. 
Technician is legal and justified. The reference is 
answered accordingly. No costs. 

Dictated to the stenographer, transcribed by her, 
corrected by me and pronounced in the Open Court on 
9th day of January, 2008. 

T. ANAND; Chairman (FAC) 
APPENDIX OF EVIDENCE 
Witnesses examined for the Petitioner ; 

WWl : E. Malle Reddy 
Witness examined for the Respondent: 


RV^l : D. \fenkateshwara Reddy 


Documents maiked for the Petitioner : 

Ex-Wl 

: Representation dt. 16-3-94 submitted by 

(By con¬ 

the petitioner 

sent). 


Ex-W2 

; Letter dt. 30-4-94 sent by the union to the 
Management. 

Ex.-W-l 

: Letter of General Secretary/Co-workman 
dated 13-6-94 submitted before the enquiry 
officer. 

EX.-W4 

: Letter of General Secretary/Co-\vorkman 
dated 4-7-94 submitted before the enquiry^ 
officer, 


E5.-W5 

: Letter dt. 27-7-94 submitted by the union 
to the Regional Commissioner of Labour 
(Central) Hyderabad. 

EX.-W6 

: Minutes of conciliation dated 12-9—94. 

EX.-W7 

: Representation dated 20-9-94 submitted by 
the petitioner to the management. 

EX.-W8 

: Representation dated 7-11-94 submitted by 
the union RLC/Hyd. 

Ex.-W9 

: Minutes of Conciliation proceedings held 
on 31-5-95. 

Ex.-WlO 

: Failure report by ALC(C)-I, Hyderabad. 

Ex.-WlI 

: Order of the Appellate Authority dated 
1-10-1994. 

EX.-W12 

: Application dated 7-11-1994 submitted by 
the General Secretary to the Regional 
Labour Commissioner. 

Documents marked for the Respondent 

Ex.-Ml 

: Charge sheet-cum-suspension order dated 
7-2-1994. 

Ex.-M2 

: Letter of explanation dated 8-2-1994 
submitted by the Petitioner. 

EX.-M3 

: Enquiry notice issued to petitioner on 
15-2-1994. 

Ex.-M4 

: Enquiry Proceedings. 

Ex.-M5 

: Deposition of Ch. \fenkanna in the enquiry. 

EX.-M6 

: Deposition of Basheer Ahmed in the 
enquiry. 

rx.-M7 

: Deposition of Bangani Raju. 

EX.-M8 

: Complaint of the Security Officer dated 
4-2-1994. 

EX.-M9 

; Written Statement of security guard dated 
4-2-1994 Ch. Keshavalu dated 4-2-1994. 

Ex.-MlO 

: Written Steatement of CK. Krishna Murthy 
dated 4-2-1994. 

Ex.-Mll 

; Letter dated 21-2-1994 of co-workcr 
E. Malla Reddy addressee to the Enquiry 
Officer. 

EX.-M12 

Letter of the petitioner dated 29-3-1994 
addressed to PO. 

Ex.-MI 3 

: Letter dated 9-6-19^4 of E. Malla Reddy to 
Enquiry Officer, 

E.\.-MI4 

; Letter of E. Malla Reddy to the E.O. dated 
20-6-1996. 
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Ex.-Ml5 : Enquiry Report dated 14-8-1994. 

EX.-M16 : Show cause notice dated 17-8-1994. 

Ex.-M 17 : Letter of explanation by the petitioner dated 

27-8-1994. 

Ex.-M 18 : Copies of certified standing orders. 

Ex.-M 19 : Copies of delegation of powers. 

EX.-M20 . Copies of the resolution passed b\' the 

Management. . 

EX.-M21 : Letter of punishment of stoppage of one 

increment for a period of three years issued 
to petitioner on 5-9-94. 

Ex.-M 22 ; Order dated 22-9-92 passed by Dy. Chief 

Labour Commissioner (C) and Appellate 
Authority under Standing Orders. 

Ex. -M2 3 ; Resolution No. 229 and 230 passed by the 

Management on 12-8-1998. 

EX.-M24 : Resolution No. 278 passed by the 

Management. 

EX.-M25 ; Order dated 7-6-1993 passed by the 

Dy. Chief Labour Commissioner (C) and 
Appellate Authority, New Delhi. 

26 2008 

311. 615,— 1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ ^ 17 % ^ TTqrC 

4 . 2 , % 4 ^ (^4 

637/2005) ^ t, ^ ^ 

: 26-2-2008 ^ 3fTr<T ^3TT an I 

[71. 11^-40012/24/2001-3TR (#^)] 
17%, %7^ aifli^td 

New Delhi, the 26th February', 2008 

S.O. 615. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 637/ 
2005) Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cuni- 
Labour Court, No. II, Chandigarh as shown in the 
Armexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
employees in relation to the management of Department 
of Telcscoin and their workman, which was received by 
‘the Central Government on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-400i2/24/2001-IR(DU)j 
SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Oiricer 


central govt, industrial TRIBUNAl^ 
CUM-LABOUR COURT-II, 
CHANDIGARH 

Shri Kuldip Singh, Presiding OiTiccr 

Case I.D. No. 637/2005 

Registered on 24-8-2005 

Date of Decision 20-10-2006 

San deep Kumar S/o Shri Des Raj, 

C/o Shri N.K. Jeet, 

27349, Lai Singly Basti Road, 

Bhatinda (Punjab) .. . Petitioner 

Versus 

The General Manager, Telecom, 

Amritsar (Punjab) . . . Respondent 

APPEARANCE 

For the Workman : Mr. N.K. Jeet. AR 

For the Management : Mr. G.C. Babbar. Advocate 

AWARD 

The workman continues to be absent. The record 
of the file shows that the workman has never appeared 
in person in this Court, He stopped appearing even 
through the representative and ultimately a notice under 
R/C was issued to him vide Postal Receipt No. 2210 dated 
30th August, 2006. He was directed to appear today but 
again neither in person nor through representative he is 
present. He has also not filed his affidavit in support of 
his pleadings. This shows that the workman has lost 
interest in the case. The reference is, therefore, being 
answered in the absence of the workman. 

The Govt, of India v ide their order No. L-4()0I2/ 
24/2001-IR (DU) dated 27th April, 2001 desired to know 
whether the action of the Management of General 
Manager Telecom, Amritsar in terminating the scn icc 
of Shri Sandeep Kumar was just and legal ? If not to 
what relief the workman is entitled to and from which 
date ? 

On a notice issued by the Tribunal the workman 
appeared and claimed that he w .is engaged as a w orkmari 
by the Management on 1st May, 1996 and he serv ed in 
the office of SDO Phones, City Amritsar till 28th Feb,, 
1999 on a salaiy of Rs. 2138. The Management denied 
this claim of the workman and statc/1 that the workman 
was never engaged by them as they had an agreement 
with a contractor to provide them work'force therefore 
there never c.xisted a relationship of workman and 
Management between the parties. On record 1 do not find 
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any evidence in support of the claim of the woikman 
whereas the Management has supported their claim with 
the ^idavit of Shri Roop Singh SDOP City II, Amritsar. 

After perusing the pleadings of the parties I am 
vatisfied that the workman has failed to prove his claim, 
therefore, he is entitled to no relief. The reference made 
by the appropriate govt, is answered against him. Let a 
copy of this award be sent to the appropriate govt, for 
necessary action and the file be consigned to records after 
due completion. 

KULDIP SINGH, Presiding Officer 
^ 26 2008 

31T. 616.—1947 (1947 
14 ) ^ »tRT 17 % ft', ttr^ 

eftr ^ift ^ ift % 
«n^, ft PiR'vi aftriiPich fftqicfft ‘4^ % 

69/2006) ^ 'SRcfi t, ■sfi 

^ 26-2-200$ ^ TtTRT ^3TT «n I 

[ft. 1^-42012/1/2006-311^ 3nT 

ftlF, 

New Delhi, the 26th February, 2008 

S.O. 616.—In pursuance of Section 1? of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 69 of 
2006) of the Industrial Tribunal, Patna as shown in the 
Anne.xure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Central Ground Water 
Board and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-420I2/l/2006dR (DU)) 

SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXUR^ 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, PATNA 

Reference Case No. 69 of 2006 
No. 5(C) of 2007 

’^‘•.tween : 

.e management of Central Ground Water Board, 
i.ok Nayak B ha wan, 

Prayer Road, Patna 

AND 

Their Workman : 

Shri Mohd. Ashraf Hussain 
Mohd. Kamal Ashraf, 
resident of village Murgiachak, 
i.mipur, P.O. Shorampur, 

Disll. Patna 


For the Management: Shri S.N. Dwivedi, Scientist, 

‘B’ Central Ground Water 
Board, Patna. 

For the Workman : Shri B. Prasad, Authorised 

Representative. 

4 

Present: Vasudeo Ram, Presiding 

Officer, Industrial Tribunal, 
Patna. 

AWARD 

Patna, dated the 18th February, 2008 

By adjudication Order No. L-420I2/1/2006-IR 
(DU) dated 16-6-2006 the Government of India, Ministry 
of Labour, New Delhi under clause(d) of Sub-Section(i) 
and Sub-Section (2-A) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (hereinafter called The Act' for 
brevity) referred the dispute between the management of 
Central Ground Water Board, Lok Nayak Bhawan, Frazer 
Road, Patna and their workmarr Shri Mohd. Ashraf 
Hussain @ Mohd. Kamal Ashraf to Central Industrial 
Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Dhanbad No. I for 
adjudication on the following : 

“Whether the action of the management of Central 
Ground Water Board, Patna in terminating the 
services of Shri Mohd. Ashrak Hussain @ Mohd. 
Kamal Ashrak, Vill ;.Murgiyachak Janipur, PO. 
Shorampur, Distt. Patna w.e.f December, 2003 is 
legal and justified ? If not, to what relief Shri Mohd. 
Asraf Hussain @ Mohd. Kamal Ashraf is entitled 
to ?“ 

Subsequently, vide Order No. L-42012/1/2006-IR 
(DU) dated 15-1.1-2006 of the Govt, of India, Ministry of 
Labour, New Delhi the case has been transferred to this 
Tribunal for disposal 

2. The parties appeared on notice and filed the 
statement of claim and the written statement. The 
contention of the workman is that he was appointed by 
the management of Central Ground Water Board 
(hereinafter called ‘the Board’ for brevity).. Mid Eastern 
Region, Kanti Factory Road, Kankarbagh, Patna to 
discharge the duties of Chowkidar at their Office situated 
al 6tli and 7th floor, Lok Nayak Bhawan, Frazer Road, 
Palna w.e.f 25-1-1999. He worked upto 30-6-1999. He 
was reappointed and worked from 21st July, 1999 to 
31-12-2000. From 1-1-2001 his services were utilised as 
peon. His services were utilized at various places In all 
the places he worked from 10 A M. to 7 P.M, The 
workman was paid @ Rs. 53 or Rs. 55 per day which 
was later on increased to Rs. 58 and 63 per day. ITie 
payment was made monthly through vouchers. The 
payment were made to him on his name and on‘may 
occasions in the name ofMd. Firoz Ahmad, Md. Ashraf, 
Sanjeev Kumar, Amn Kumar etc. He worked continuously 
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from 25-1-1999 to 31-12-2003 with a break of 20 days 
from 1-7-1999 to 20-7-1999. He used to sign on muster 
roll. His services was terminated in the afternoon of 
31-12-2003. The management violated the provisions laid 
down under Section 25F of ‘the Act’. According to the 
workman the action of the management in terminating 
his seirvices is illegal and unjustified. Further according 
to theSworkinan the withdrawal of dispute by the workman 
was on the assurance given by the management. The draft 
of wi^drawdi was prepared by the management and the 
workplan piit his signature simply. It has been prayed 
that t|ie workman be reinstated with full back wages and 
his services be regularised as chowkidar. 

3. Th^ contention of the management is that 
Centijal Gropnd water Board is not an industry within 
the pjirview jof Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the main 
objective of Hhe Board’ is to undertake Scientific studies 
relate^ to grpund water resources. Md. Ashraf Hussain 
had eprlier niade a similar claim in the year, 2004 before 
the Asst. Ljabour Commissioner (Central), Patna 
whereupon (^se No. 5/(2)/2004 ALC II dated 14-2004 
was ihstituteid and the Board’ was called upon to answer 
the claim butt on 25-5-2004 the workman withdrew his 
case unconditionally by filing a petition to that effect 
before the A^st. Labour Commissioner (Central), Patna. 
The Asst. Ljabour Commissioner submitted statutoiy' 
report accorjlingly and the matteV attained finality and 
as subh the present claim is barred by the principle of 
res judicata and also by the principle of estoppel. Further, 
the cbntentipn of the management is that on 2-5-2005 
the wDrkmait made an application before the Asst. Labour 
Commissioner (Central), Patna for review whereupon the 
Asst. Labouii (ibmmissioner registered a new case bearing 
No. S/(26)/2D05 ALC II in which notices were issued to 
the mjanagei^ent. The management after appearing raised 
objecjtion on maintainability of second petition of the 
workman. The Asst. Labour Commissioner (Central), 
Patna submitted failure report upon which this reference 
has been made- The second application was liable to be 
rejecled on; the ground of limitation. The present 
reference, according to the management is barred by the 
princjiple of] res judicata and estoppel. The workman 
Md. Ashraf Hussain was engaged by the management as 
a coiltingeni Labour on temporary basis for chowkidar 
duty for intermittent periods for its Office at Lok Nayak 
Jaiprakash Ejhawan, Patna which was under construction. 
The workman worked from 1-6-99 to 30-6-99, 23-7-99 
to 29^10-99 iand 1-5-2000 to 31-5-2000 and thus never 
rendered continuous service of 240 days in a period of 
one year or 120 days in a period of six months and hence 
the workman is not entitled to protection under 25F of 
‘the Acf. Besides that the contention of the management 
is that the said workman was never appointed after' 
complying with the procedures of appointment such as 
advertisement, roster clearance interview etc. The 


workman never furnished any evidence to show that his 
alias name is Md. Kama! Ashraf. The plea of alias name 
has been taken by the workman to create confusion only. 
There is also nothing to show that Md. Ashraf Hussain 
received payments in different names. According to the 
management the workman is not entitled to any relief 
and the reference is fit to be decided against Md. Ashraf 
Hussain. 

4. Upon the pleadings of the parties and the terms 
of reference the following points arise out for decision : 

^i) Whether the dispute referred for adjudication 
is an industrial dispute ? 

(ii) Whether the claim made by the workman is 
barred by the law of limitation ? 

(iii) Whether the claim made by the workman 
is hit by the principle of res judicata and 
estoppel ? 

(iv) Whether the action of the management 
of Central Ground Water Board, Patna 
in terminating the services of Shri Md. 
Ashraf Hussain w.e.f Dec. 2003 is legal and 
justified ? 

(v) What relief Shri Mohd. Ashraf Hussain is 
entitled to ?” 

FINDINGS 

Point No. (i): 

5. Both the parties have adduced evidence in 
support of their contentions. The management has 
examined only one witness Shailendra Nath Dwivedi 
(M.W.l) Scientist ‘B’ in Central Ground Water Board. 
No document has been exhibited in evidence on behalf 
of the management. As against that the workman has 
examined himself as W. W1 and has produced document 
i.e. photocopy of Attendance Register (Ext. W-series). 
photocopy of Payment vouchers (Ext.W/1 -series) and the 
photocopy of certificate issued by the authority concerned 
(Ext. W/2). 

6. According to the management Central Ground 
Water Board is not an industry and hence the dispute 
referred for adjudication is not an ‘industrial dispute'. 
Industrial dispute has been defined under Section 2(K) 
of ‘the Act’ as follows; 

“ ‘Industrial dispute’ means any dispute or 
difference between employers and employers, or 
between employers and workmen, or between 
workmen and w’orkmen, which is connected with 
the employment or non-employment or the terms 
of employment or with the conditions of labour, of 
any person.” 
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‘Industry’ has been defined under Section 2(j) of 
‘the Act’ as follows : 

“Industry” means any business, trade, undertaking 
manufacture or calling of employers and includes 
any calling, service, employment, handicraft, or 
industrial occupation or avocation of workmen; 

“Industry” as defined above has a wider import. 
Any systematic activity carried on by co-operation 
between employer and employer for the production, 
supply or distribution of goods or services with a view to 
satisfy human wants and wishes (not spiritual or religious) 
is an industry. Absence of profit motive or gainful 
objective is irrelevant. The true focus is functional and 
the decisive test is the nature of the activify with special 
emphasis on the employer employee relationship. Judging 
from the said angle there remains no doubt that Central 
Ground Water Board is an industry; a systematic activity 
carried on by co-operation between employer-employee 
for production and to satisfy human wants. Under the 
circumstances I find and hold that the Central Ground 
Water Board is an industry and the dispute between the 
management and the workman is an industrial dispute. 
This point is decided accordingly. 

Point No. (ii): 

7. There is no time limit prescribed in ‘the Act’ 
for raising a dispute. But that does not mean that the 
dispute can be raised after long spell of time or after 
abnormal delay without any reasonable cause. In the 
present case the workman claims to have been removed 
from the service on 31-12-2003. The workman raised 
dispute and a case bearing No. 5/(27)/2004 ALCII dated 
1-4-2004 was registered which was withdrawn. 
According to workman it was withdrawn on the assurance 
given by the management but when the management took 
no action to reinstate/regularise him, he raised another 
dispute and case No. 5/(26)/2005 ALC II was registered 
which has been referred for adjudication. Keeping in view 
the above noted facts I come to the conclusion that the 
reference can not be said to have been hit by the law of 
limitation. This point is decided accordingly. 

‘ Point No. (iii): 

8. For the application of the principle of res judicata 
it is required that a matter between the same parties, 
litigating under the same title is heard and finally decided. 
The case pending before the Asst. Labour Commissioner 
was withdrawn by the workman. The matter no doubt 
was the same and the parties were also the same but the 
matter was not finally heard and decided. Under the 
circumstances I find and hold that This reference is not 
hit by the principles of ‘Res judicata’. For the same 
reasons withdrawal of case No. 5/(27)/2004 ALC II will 
not operate as an estoppel. This point is accordingly 
decided. 


Point No. (iv): 

9. M.W 1 has stated that the workman was engaged 
for a limited period as contingent labour on temporary 
basis and worked as Chowkidar. The workman was not 
appointed in the procedure prescribed for making 
appointment. He has fiirther stated that after the work 
was over the workman was removed from the service. In 
cross-examination it has come that he (M. W. 1) is posted 
in Lok Nayak Bhawan since one year back; prior to that 
he was posted in Gauhati. From his statement in cross- 
examination it appears that two floors in Local Lok Nayak 
Bhawan have been occupied by Central Ground water 
Board on lease of 99 years and the fixtures were made in 
the Supervision of the Board. The workman has stated 
that he worked from 25-1-1999 to 31-12-2003 under the 
management of Central Ground Water Board. Primarily 
he worked as Chowkidar and there after as Office-Peon. 
He has admitted that he was out of service for 20 days 
from 1-7-1999 to 20-7-1999. The woikman has filed the 
Zerox copy of attendance register (Ext. W series) besides 
photo copy of vouchers of payment (Ext. W/1-series). 
Ext. W series has altogether 63 pages out of which 7 pages 
show the attendance from 25-1-1999 to 31-5-99 which 
bears the signature of Kkl. Ashraf Hussain. The remaining 
part of Ext. W does not bear the signature of Md. Ashraf 
Hussain rather the same bear the signatures of Md. Kamal 
Ashraf The workman has neither adduced oral nor 
documentary evidence to prove that his alias name is Md. 
Kamal Ashraf. The workman (W. W1) has neither stated 
that his alias name is Md. Kamal Ashraf nor at the end 
of his deposition he has put his signature as Md. Kamal 
Ashraf Under the circumstances it can not be accepted 
that Md. Ashraf Hussain and Md. Kamal Ashraf is one 
and the same person. 

10. From the evidence edduced on behalf of the 
workman discussed above it transpires that he worked as 
Chowkidar on daily wages, he worked from 25-1-1999 
to 30-6-1999 and from 21-7-99 to 31-12-99 and thus he 
never put continuous service of 240 days in a calendar 
year. The woikman (W.W.l) has stated that earlier he 
worked as Chowkidar and thereafter as peon. But neither 
documentry evidence has been adduced nor any other 
witness has been examin^ in support of the same. The 
vouchers produced on his behalf (Ext,W/1) show that 
Md. Kamal Ashraf worked in field at different places 
like Harnaut, Kazan, Nagarnauea. Potaka, Kandra, 
Gobindpur. If his said statement that he never worked in 
field be accepted in that case those vouchers (Ext.W/1- 
series) do not relate to the workman. Under the 
circumstances there is no evidence that the workman 
worked after 31 -12-99 or up to 31 -12-2003. Even if it be 
assumed for a while that he worked as peon at different 
places, he has not shown that he worked at one place for 
240 days in a calendar year. In the case of D.G.M. Oil 
and Natural Gas Corpn. and others Vs. alias Abdul 
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Rehman reported in AIR-2005-SC-660 it has been held 
that number of days of work put in by workman in broken 
periods cati not b^ taken as continuous employment for 
purpose of!Sec. 2iF of ‘the Act’. 

11. The workman has filed the photo copy of a 

certificate baid to have been granted by one S.H. A Khan, 
Scientist p, MKR CGWB Govt, of India, Patna (Ex.W/ 
2) to show bhat he worked as peon in the Office of Central 
Ground \\^ter Bciard at Patna. Ext.W/2 shows that the 
same has been granted to one Sri Kamal Ashraf and not 
to Md. Ashraf Huksain. Neither the certificate shoes nor 
the workni|an in hts statement has stated as to what was 
the occasibn of issuing such certificate and in what 
capacity the said pfficer issued the said certificate. The 
said certificate hajs been issued on 8-12-2003 and it has 
been mentioned Itherein that the Sri Kamal Ashraf 
has been jvorkin^ as Chaprasi for the last five years 
which is pulpabiV wrong. Under the circumstances I 
am not inclined! to attach any evidentiary value to 
Ext.W/2. ■ ’ 

12. From the discussions made above I come to 
the conclusion thjat the workman has utterly failed in 
proving th^t he pi^t in continuous service of 240 days as 
contingent Labojur in any calendar year under the 
management of Central Ground Water Board, Patna. 
Under the jcircumbtances I find and hild that the action 
of the management of Central Ground Water Board, Patna 
in terminating thejservices of Shri Mohd. Ashraf Hussain 
is legal an(jl justified. This point is decided accordingly. 

Point No. (v): 

13. 1 have already discussed and hold above that 
the action of the management of Central Ground Water 
Board, Patfia in terminating the services of Shri Mohd. 
Ashraf Husain i^ neither illegal nor unjustified. Under 
the circum^tancesjl find that the workman is not entitled 
to any relidf. This; point is decided accordingly. 

14. in the result I find and hold that the action of 
the management pf Central Ground Water Board, Patna 
in terminating thejservices of Shri Mohd. Ashraf Hussain 
is legal and justified and Shri Mohd. Ashraf Hussain is 
not entitled to any relief 

15. And that is my Award. 

VASUDEO RAM, Presiding Officer 
26 2008 

^.3|T. 617.—1947 (1947 
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New Delhi, the 26th February, 2008 

S.O. 617.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 287/ 
2005) Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, No. II Chandigarh as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
management of State Bank of India, and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
26-2-2008. 

[No. L-12012/318/2001-IR (B-I)} 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT-II, 
CHANDIGARH 

Shri Kuldip Singh, Presiding Officer 

Case I.D. No. 287/2005 

Registered on 26-12-2001 

Date of Decision 22-5-2007 

The General Secretary', 

Stale Bank of India, 

Staff Congraess, 

1304, Sector-23-B, 

Chandigarh , , . Petitioner 

lersus 

State Bank of India, 

The Assistant General Manager, 

Stale Bank of India, 

Region-Ill, 

Haryana, Sector-8-C, 

Chandigarh . . . Respondent 

APPEARANCE 

For the Workman : Mr. J.S. Bawa, Advocate 

For the Management: Mr. S.K. Sharma, AR 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India vide their Order No. L-12012/ 
318/2001-IR (B-I) dated 19th Dec., 2001 refer to the 
following matter for the adjudication of this tribunal; 

“whether the action of the Assistant General 
Manager, Region-Ill State Bank of India, Zonal 
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Office Haryana, Sector-8-C, Chandigarh in 
imposing punishment of dismissal from service 
w.e.f 20th March, 1999 upon Sh. Loveleen Kumar 
Sethi is justified ? If not, what relief the workman 
is entitled T 

The notice of the reference was given to the parties. 
The wokman appeared through the counsel whereas Mgt. 
Appeared through representative. The representative has 
filed the Statement of claim and the mgt. reply thereto. 
They also placed on record the copies of enquiry 
proceedings, duly certified by them as correct as per the 
original. The enquiry proceedings include the charge 
sheet filed against the workman, reply given by him, the 
report of the enquiry officer, the statements of the 
witnesses produced during the enquiry, the order of the 
Disciplinary Authority the copy of the appeal filed and 
the order of the appellate authority. 

The tribunal at this stage is required to examine 
whether the enquiry held against the workman vvns fair 
and proper. It may be noted here that the parties have 
filed the pleadings and have not supported the same ty 
their affidavits. They have mainly retired up the enquiry 
proceedings, the photo copies of which have been placed 
on record by the mgt. and genuineness of which is not 
entitled. 

I have considered the arguments advanced by the 
counsel of the parties and gave gone through the 
authorities referred to by them. 

The question which this Tribunal has to consider 
at this stage is whether a fair and proper Inquiry was 
held in this case; and that the punishment awarded is 
proportionate to the misconduct alleged and proved 
against the workman. It has to be bom in mind that in a 
reference under the Act, the Tribunal does not sit in appeal 
against the order of Disciplinary and Appellate 
Authorities. In the domestic enquiries the Disciplinary 
Authority is the sole judge of facts and in case an appeal 
is presented to the Appellate Authority, the Appellate 
Authority has also the powers and jurisdiction to re¬ 
appreciate the evidence and come to its own conclusions 
on facts being the sole fact finding authorities. Once 
finding of facts, based on appreciation of evidence, are 
recorded, the High Court in writ jurisdiction may not 
normally interfere with those factual findings unless it 
finds that the recorded findings were perverse and or 
legally untenable. The adequacy or inadequacy of the 
evidence is not permitted to be canvassed before the 
Tribunal. What the Tribunal is required to see is whether 
the Enquiry Officer and the Appellate Authority followed 
the provisions of the I.D. Act and principles of natural 
justice or not, 

Honhle Supreme Court in the case of Central Bank 
of India Ltd. \brsus Karunamoy Baneeijee reported as 


(1967) 2LLJ 739 held that the rules of natural justice 
require that the workman proceeded against should be 
informed clearly of the charges leveled against him; 
witnesses should be normally examined in his presence 
in respect of the charges; if statements, taken previously 
and given by witnesses, are relied on, they should be made 
available to the workman concerned; the workman should 
be given a fair opportunity to examine witnesses, 
including himself, in support of his defence; and the 
inquiry officer should record his findings based on the 
evidence so adduced. Karnataka High Court, in the case 
of GR \fenkateshwara Reddy Vs. Karnataka State Road 
Transport Corporation, reported as (1995) 1 LLJ 1011 
has laid down the following requirements of reasonable 
procedure subject to any special provisions relating to 
procedure in the relevant rules, regulations, standing 
orders or a statute : 

(a) The employee shall be informed of the exact 
charges which he is called upon to meet; 

(b) he should be given an opportunity to explain 
any material relied on by the management to 
prove the charges; 

(c) the evidence of the management's witnesses 
should be recorded in the presence of the 
delinquent employee and he should be given 
an opportunity to cross-examine such 
witnesses; 

(d) the delinquent employee shall either be 
furnished with copies of the documents relied 
on the Management or be permitted to 
have adequate inspection of the documents 
relied on by the Management; 

(e) the delinquent employee should be given the 
opportunity to produce relevant evidence— 
both documentary and oral which include the 
right to examine self and other witnesses; and 
to call for relevant and material documents 
in the custody of the employer; 

(f) whenever the inquiry authority is different 
from disciplinary authority, the delinquent 
employee shall be furnished with a copy of 
the inquiry report and be permitted to make 
a presentation to the disciplinary authority 
against the findings recorded in the inquiry 
report. 

Keeping these principles irr mind I proceed to 
examine the claim of the workman to find out whether 
the enquiry held against the workman was fair and proper 
or not. After going through the record of enquiry 
proceedings I find that the enquiry held against the work 
was fair and proper. 


t 
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The claim ofthe workman is that he had joined the The workman has the grievances against the 

mgt 4s Clerk-cumoshier w.e.f. 19-2-80 and was posted enquiry report and it is claimed by him that the charge 

at tht Rohtak main branch. Later on he was shifted to sheet served by him was not maintainable. According to 

Hiss^r Road, Rohtak branch in Oct. 1990. On 22-9-94, him the mgt. did not provide him the copy of preliminarj' 

wheii he was working as cashier in the Hissar Road, enquiry report, that the mgt. did not proceed the second 

Roht^ braijch, a person sent by Mistry Shadi Lai came person who according to him also figured in the telegram 

to th^ bank jvith a demand draft of Rs. 15,000 payable to nor the telegram was produced. The Management further 

one $ubha, jvho was looking for Sh. M.L, Sehgal Clerk made mistake in not examining the Subha, the 

and (fontactid the workman saying that he has been sent complainant although the mgt. had admitted that an 

by N^istry $hadi Lai, to encash the Demand Draft of enquiry was held by Sh. H.C. Kapoor; and that the 

Rs. ^5,000. IThat since he knew Shadi Lai therefore, in workman was placed under suspension on the basis on 

orde| to heli^ the person, he asked him to put his signature said report. The mgt. further failed in its duty in providing 

or th^mb ir^pression on the bank draft so as to receive and placing on record the copy of enquiry report which 
the pjaymen^. The person put his thumb impession on the shows that the enquiry was conducted with close mind, 

backjof bank draft and the workman, taking him as Subha only to prove the story given by the enquiry ofiicer. The 

attesjed his jhumb impression on the demand draft. After principles of natural justice were not followed rather ^ 

completing (he formalities, the draft was passed. However, violated as the workman was not given proper opportunirt' 

Sh. ^j Kui^ar who was working in Loan Branch came to defend himself and was also denied the documents 

to th^ workijian and he addressed the person sent by Shadi which were necessary and relevant. Those were also not 

Lai 4s Preip. It was then workman come to know that placed on record. That even otherwise it was not proved 

the jjerson ^ho had come to take the payment was not that the workman had misappropriated the payment of 

Sublja and ije is Prem; and from the said person he came the bank draft. He was framed in the case only because 

to kiiow that “Sub ha was the daughter of Mistry Shadi he had resigned from SBI staff association and had joined 

Lai and the man sent by the Shadi Lai was named as gBI Staff Congress. Workman has further claimed that 

Preni; that Ife reported the matter to Chief Manager, who even during the enquiry, conducted by the vigilance 

advited hird to call Subha and get the matter rectified. ^ department of the bank, did not prove the allegation 
Theijeupon jthe workman approached the Subha, who against the workman. According to him “Subha" the 

mad^ the signatures on the Bank Draft and the payment holder of the bank had received the payment of the bank 

was inade td her in presence of the Chief Manager. After draft; and she told to Sh. S.K. Jain that there was nothing 

two jhree mpnths thereafter, annonymous telegrams was unusual to receive the payment in that manner. She also 

sent jto the ^igher authorities of the bank alleging that executed an affidavit and handed over the same to the 

the ^id Shj M.L. Sehgal has committed a fraud on the petitioner for presenting the same to the authority, 

bank by encashing the bank draft in a wrong manner However, the Disciplinary Authority did not accept that, 

and ithe money so withdraws has misappreciated. During the enquiry the complainant was not examined 

Theiicupon.The mgt. appointed Sh. H.C. Kapoor, Chief j-^port was based'upon the statement of Shadi 

Manliger. aa an enquiry officer for conducting preliminary Lai and Prem. According to him the record was rectified 
investigations. He visited the Hissar Road, Rohtak Branch interest of the bank is protected, 

and Recorded the statements of the employees and thereof 

MIsdy Shadi Lai and his employee Prem. But did not workman has detailed his grievances against 

record the ^statement of Subha and did not submit the report saying that it was based upon annonymous 

report in the office. According to the workman, the mgt. complaint and the copy of the enquiry report was not v 

obtained the report of the Handwriting experts, about the provided to him. The mgt. did not examine Subha, nor 

thumb impression recorded on the bank draft w ith a view f^e report was made by her. The charges framed did not 

to fiiid out Whether the payment of the bank draft was fall »n the category of facts prejudicial to the bank and 

received by the person whose thumb impression on the were otherwise to vague and undefined. The enquiry was 

draft. He pointed out that the thumb impression on bank conducted in violation of principles of justice: the 

draft was nbt that of Loveleen Sethi, admittedly workman. disciplinary authority did not apply his mind while 

Despite by (he mgt. initiated enquiry proceeding against awarding the punishment. Thus the enquiry w'as not legal 

the workman. He was charge sheeted and submitted the and proper, therefore, the action based thereon should be 

rcpl:| to the charge sheet and demanded the record and quashed. It is further claimed by the workman that the 

copvf of the jcomplaint. Without considering the reply till plea raised by him was not considered by the Disciplinary' 

decijled to I^old an enquiry and appointed Sh. G. S. Deep Authority and the Appellate Authority dismissed his 

as Ipquiryt Officer and M.L. Gupta as the Banks appeal without considering its merits. Otherw ise also the 

representative. In the enquiry he was represented by punishment award was disproportionate to the 

Gen, Sect, of the staff Union. misconduct alleged against the workman. 
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The claim of the workman has been opposed by 
the management. It is stated by them that the workman 
was posted as Clerk-cum-Cashier at Hissar Road, Rohtak 
Branch when he received a draft favouring one Subha, 
for an amount of Rs.* 15,000 through the servant of 
Shadi Lai for depositing the same in her account 
No. 17157. The workman obtained thumb impression of 
Prem on the reverse of the Bank Draft assuring him that 
the proceed of the bank draft will be deposited in the 
relevant account. He attested the thumb impression of 
Prem and made the noting known to me and received the 
payment but 6-7 days after it was detected that the draft 
has not been deposited in the account of the concerned 
Sh. Shadi Lai, father of the payee came to the Bank and 
his servant Prem identified the sen^ant as the person who 
had receiving the draft. The workman then approached 
Shadi Lai, made him the payment crf'Rs. 15,000 in case 
and in return obtained the signatures of Subha on the 
reverse of draft which he unauthorisedly took out of the 
Bank and also obtained a letter of authority from her that 
the payment be made to Sh. Prem, although the workman 
had already received the payment and by manipulating 
the record and winingour Sh. Shadi Lai through his 
friends tried to cover up his conduct; that the conduct of 
the workman was prejudicial for the interest of the Bank. 
Therefore, the Management initiated proceedings against 
him; that a fair and proper inquiry was held in which the 
workman was given full opportunity to defend himself 
In the inquiry charge No. I was fully proved and charge 
No. 2 partially. The Disciplinary Authority, after 
examining the record, coupled with report of the inquiry 
officer issued show cause notice to the workman as to 
why his services be not dispensed with. The workman 
was provided with a copy of the inquiry report and all 
other documents. Since the workman could, not advance 
satisfactory explanation, therefore, the Disciplinary 
Authority awarded the punishment of dismissal to the 
workman. On appeal the Appellate Authority considered 
the case of the workman, but did not find any reason to 
disagree with the decision of the Disciplinary Authority 
and approved the dismissal of the workman from the Bank 
service. 

On merit it is submitted that the claim made by the 
workman was wrong, after thought and without any basis, 
therefore, he was denied. They claimed that the workman 
was given full opportunity to defend himself. They denied 
that there was dispute between the staff associations of 
the SBI, They asserted that the workman had 
misappropriated the money and the allegation of cooked 
up story is wrong. The worieman further manipulated by 
obtaining the affidavit in his favour but he failed to 
produce the deponent as a witness, so as to stand to the 
cross-examination of the Management during the course 
of the inquiry. They admitted that the copies of the reports 


of preliminary inquiry was not given to the workman 
nor the same was required to be given by the management 
as the management did not use that document during the 
inquiry. They further stated that the workman was given 
full chance to explain his position but in view of the 
evidence produced, the charges were proved against him. 
As the workman was found guilty of committing serious 
lapse, therefore, the order of dismissal awarded to him, 
was well justified. 

I have considered the submissions made by the 
parties and have also gone through the file. 

The perusal of the inquiry proceedings show that 
the Management had held a feir and proper inquiry in 
the matter. The documents placed on record show that 
the workman was served with the charge sheet and was 
asked to explain his position. He was given opportunity 
to examine the documents which the management desired 
to produce against him and he examined the same along 
with his defence representative. The Management 
produced the witnesses and tlie workman alongwith his 
representative had full chance to cross-examine them. 
The inquiry officer provided full opportunity to the 
workman to produce documentary as well as oral evidence 
in his favour. Ifc was provided with the copy of the inquiry 
report. Thus the inquiry officer followed not only the 
provisions of the I.D. Act 1947 but also the principles of 
natural justice. 

The grievances of the workman is that the 
Management did not provide him the copies of the reports 
of Sh. S.K. Jain and H.C. Kapoor, who liad investigated 
the matter. It is on record that those two inquiries were 
not used against the workman, therefore, there-was no 
requirement of providing the copies of those reports to 
the wprkman. In this regard I am supported by a number 
of judgements including that of the Hontsle Supreme 
Court reported as (1996) 3SCC 778 1969 2LLJ 799. There 
is therefore no merit in the claim of the workman that 
since the Management failed to provide him the copies 
of the preliminary inquiries- conducted by the 
management, therefore, the order of the Disciplinary 
Authority terminating the services of the workman was 
bad in law. 

The workman then conteni^ that holder of the 
Bank Draft, the amount of which is, may have been 
retained for few days was not examined, therefore, the 
whole of the edifice, built by the Management, crumbled 
down. In my opinion this claim of the workman was not 
helpful to him as Ms. Subha, who was-the payee of the 
bank draft in question, did not present that draft in the 
Bank, therefore, she was not the sole witness to prove 
the claim of the Management. There has come no 
evidence to say that the draft was brought to the bank by 
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oric Prem sen ant of Shadi Lai with the instructions, to 
dcjposil ^be amount of the draft in the account of 
M^. Subha. Shadi Lai the father of Ms. Subha had 
in^tmctec| his sen^ant to contact Mr. Madan Lai or Rani 
141 employees of the Management Bank. Incidentally 
hq came |n contact with the workman who obtained his 
ihjimb imjprcssions and lead him that the amount of draft 
whl be credited in the amount of payee, but he did not do 
th^t and iinstead he got the draft encashed by identifying 
payeej saying the payee is known to him. There is on 
re:ord llje statements of the cashier who made the 
payment |to the workman. He stated that the workman 
had assuijed him .that the payee was sitting with him so 
he made the payment to him in good faith. There is also 
record a\jailable with the Bank which showed further 
m^nipulaiions done by the workman after tlie fraud was 
deiccled tpe workman removed the documents of the bank 
to the residence of Subha, got her signatures on draft 
and also jobtained affidavit in his favour besides the 
authority letter in favour of “Prem” the servant of 
Shadi Lai, to receive the payment of the draft amount. 
All these pevelopments have nqt been challenged by the 
w( rkmanl His explanation that since Shadi Lai was the 
friend of Madan Lai Sehgal of olfice bearer of the union, 
thereforej he had identified Mr. Prem, as Subha without 
knowing mat Subha was a lady or a man and that he did 
noL knowieven Prem. On the other hand he alleged that 
Shiadi Lai had made the statement against him at llic 
instance of Madan I.al Sehgal was annoyed with him 
having joined other Trade Union. It that was so then liow 
tli(i clainii that he helped Prem since he was sent by 
Shlidi La| friend of Mr. Sehgal He look contradictory^ 
stJijnd. 

\ Thcj subsequent action of the Management further 
prdve guilty mind of the workman as he tried to cover up 
his actioO by post facto obtaining the signatures of 
M^. Subhja by using the influence over Shadi Lai and 
aftpr payilig him the amount of Bank Draft by saying 
thqt his sejrv ices are at stake. This is the general conduct 
thqt wheh the interest of the individual is served, he 
beejomes Religious if not unconcerned with the conduct 
of others. His interest remains only upto the time his loss 
is Covered. In this case also it ^eems that the workman 
mqst have begged excuse from Shadi Lai, by 
mdnipulaling the stake of his carrier and so many other 
thiftgs. He had no explanation as to why he did not 
prdduce Ms. Subha and even the Chief Manager although 
he tlaimeijl that, on coming to know that he had identified 
a 4rong jjerson as Subha, he reported the matlcr to the 
Chief Maiager and the payment was made to Ms. Subha 
in pis presence. Neither Chief Manager nor Ms. Subha 
weie produced by him in his defence. In the face of 
ovdrwhelriling evidence both documentary and oral, there 
was no ntcessity to have gone, for the production of 


Ms. Subha as a witness for the Management especially 
when it was in the knowledge of the Management that 
she has almost compromised with the workman and has 
also given affidavit in his favour. In my opinion there 
was no necessity to go for the statement of Ms. Subha as 
she was not directly a w ilness to the whole episode except 
that the workman obtained her signatures at a later stage. 
On this account also the inquiry proceedings cannot be 
held to be unfair. 

The workman has contended that the charges 
framed against him were not prejudicial to the interest 
of the Bank. It is an admitted fact that the working of the 
financial institution generally depends upon trust. If any 
person comes to know that how the employees of the Bank 
misappropriated the money they want to keep in the Bank, 
they will not trust it. The workman cannot deny that the 
money had remained with him for some days, which he 
was not entitled to hold and if the fraud was not detected, 
who knows he w'ould not have even paid the same to the 
rightful owner. In the circumstances it is wrong to claim 
that the action of the workman w as not prejudicial to the 
interest of the Bank. The w orkman then contended that 
since the payment had been made to the rightful owner, 
therefore he did not commit any misconduct. He has no 
reason to claim this in view of the ovcrwhelruing evidence 
to show, in what circumstances the money had been paid 
to tlie rightful owner. Moreover, the payee rccci\'ed the 
money only because her father followed and raised hue 
and cry that she received the money, otherwise the 
workman seems to have not good intentions and he could 
have swallowed it. 

The last consideration is that of the quantum of 
punishment. In \iew of the evidence produced in the 
inqiiiiy^ I find that the punishment awarded was not harsh. 
The employee like the workman could not be retained in 
service when as he played with the money of the 
customers, who were tlie patrons of the Bank and on 
whose patrons the Bank was surviving. It is well said 
that the habits die hard. That workman having developed 
the habit of misappropriating the money of the customers 
could not be tnislcd further at risk of well being for the 
institution. This Tribunal having only the power of the 
judicial review has considered all the facts and 
circumstances of the case and has come to the conclusions 
that the inquiiy held against the workman was fair and 
proper; and that the punishment awarded was not harsh 
and disproportionate to the misconduct alleged and 
proved against the workman. Therefore, he is not entitled 
to any relief The award is passed against him. Let a 
copy of this award be .sent to the appropriate Go\ eminent 
for necessary action and the file be consigned to records 
after due completion. 


KUT.DIP SINGH, Presiding Oiliccr 
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New Delhi, the 26th February, 2008 

S.O. 618.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Ontral 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 610/ 
2005) of Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court"!!, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure, 
in the Industrial Dispute between the management of 
Diesel Components l\brks (DCW) Hospital, and their 
workmen, which was recei ved by the (Central Govermnent 
on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-41012/139/2004-IR (B-1)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRUL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-H, 
CHANDIGARH 

Shri Kuldip Singh, Presiding Ofhcer 

Case L D. No, 610/2005 
Registered on 24-8-2005 
Date of Decision 20-10-2006 

Km. M. G. Welsley, 

C/o Shri Tek Chand Sharma, 

Vice President, INBEC, 

25, Sant Nagar, 

Civil Lines, Ludhiana .. .Petitioner 

Vet^sus 

The Medical Superintendent, 

Diesel Components Works 

(DCW) Hospital, Patiala ....Respondent 

APPEARANCE 
For tlie Workman : NEMO 
For the Management : Mr. N K. Zakhmi, Advocate 

AWARD 

The workman continues to be absent. In this 
fribunai she has never appeared in person. She has not 
appeared continuously even through Counsel since 28th 
August, 2006. This shows that she has been left with no 


interest to prosecute this case. The case was being listed 
for the evidence of the workman since 12th June, 2006. 
In these last three dates the workman has not appeared 
for her statement. This further supports the view that she 
is no more interested in the case. 

The appropriate Govt, vide their order no. L-41012/ 
139/2004-IR(B-I) dated 29th December, 2004 has desired 
to know whether the action of the Management of DCW 
Hospital, Patiala in inflicting the disproportionate 
punishment of removal from service of Km M. G. Welsley, 
Ex-Staff Nurse w.e.f. 24th Fd)., 2003 was just and legal 
and if not to what relief the workman was entitled to and 
from which date. On record there is statement of claim 
filed by the workman and her affida\it. There is also on 
record the Written Statement of the Management and 
affidavits of two of their witnesses namely Dr. Latha 
Ramalingam and Dr. Mool Narayaa The Management 
has also placed on record the photocopy of the inquiry 
proceedings. However the parties did not have the 
opportunity to cross-examine the witnesses of the opposite 
side. The claim of the workman has been denied ^ the 
Management by their Written Statement. According to 
them the workman remained unauthorizedly absent from 
duty for which the inquiry was held against her and she 
was removed from service after holding the disciplinary 
proceedings against her and after giving her full 
opportunity to defend her case. According to them the 
punishsment awarded was not disproportionate to the mis¬ 
conduct of the workman. 

As stated earlier the workman has not appeared in 
the case to admit or deny the claim made by her in the 
Claim Petition and in the Written Statement. She has also 
not produced aity evidence to support her claim. Therefore, 
there is nothing on record to show that the punishment 
awarded to the workman was disproportionate to the 
misconduct committed by the Management. As such she 
is not entitled to any relief. The reference is replied 
accordingly. Let a copy of this award be sent to the 
appropriate govt, for necessary action and the file be 
consigned to records after due completion. 

KULDIR SINGH, Presiding Officer 

M 26 2008 
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N|ew Delhi, the 26th February, 2008 

S.O. , 619.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial pisputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Govemmeni herein publishes the award (Ref. No. 397/ 
200^) of Central Govemmeiit Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labcjur Coup-II, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure, 
in thb Indus^al Dii^ute between the management of State 
Bah^ of Panala, and their workmen, which was received 
by tlje Centjal Government on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-12012/332/1991-IR (B-1)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 


CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRL4L 
I TRiriuNAL-CUM-LABOURCOURT-n, 

I I^ECTOR 18-A, CHANDIGARH 

i Shri I^uldip Singh, Presiding Officer 

io 


Cas< L D. 
Regi stered 
Date ofDedi 


397/2005 
Ion: 19-8-2005 
Sion 12-2-2008 


President, 

All mdia Stjate Bank of Patiala, 
Staff Feder^ion, 

307,|Housil^g Board, Jind 


...Petitioner 


Versus 


General Manager, 

Statd Bankif Patiala, 

The Mall, Fptiala ... .Respondent 

i 1 APPEARANCE 

For t^e Woijkman : Mr. Hardial Singh Hundal, 

■ Advocate 

For t^e Management : Mr. N. K. Zakhmi, 

Advocate 

AWARD 


Goveitunent of India, Ministry of Labour, vide their. 
ordet No. I>12012/332/91-I.R(B-l) dated 14th of Feb., 
19921 referrejd the following nlatter for the adjudication of 
this Tribun^ : 


“Whether the action of the management of state 
, bank pf Patiala, in imposing the punishment of 
' stoppage of 2 increments with fijttire effect on 
Shii N. P. Sharma, Cashier-cum-Clerk, Charkhi 
Dadrii Branch, was legal and justified ? If not to 
what felief the workman is entitled to ?” 


i The parties appealed and filed their pleadings such 
as st^tementjof claim and written statement. The workman 
si^pjirted hijs claim with his affidavit and the Management 
withithe affidavit of S/Shri R K. Agarwal and R. S. Sethi 
their! witnes^s. The workman and Shri R K. Agarwal, 


witness of the Management appeared as witnesses in the 
case. 


Briefly stated the case of the workman is that on his 
request the Management had sanctioned an additional loan 
of Rs. 72,800 for the construction of house on 3rd of June, 
1988, after due verification and the first instalment of 
Rs. 21,840 was released in favour of the workman. The 
woikman requested for release of remaining loan amount, 
but instead of releasing the same the Management served 
him with charge sheet dated 9th of Feb., 1989 alleging 
that the workman had misreported about the position of 
house and misutilized the loan instalment as the house 
was already constructed. The Management did not 
consider the reply to charge sheet given by the workman 
and an unfair and improper enquiry was held in the matter. 
The Enquiry Officer, Disciplinary and Appellate 
Authorities ignored the documentary and other evidence 
They also did not consider the legal submissions made 
and awarded the punishment of stoppage of two 
increments with fiiture effect vide order dated 17th of May, 
1990. The workman fiirther alleges that the authorities 
misappreciated the evidence; that the witnesses of the 
Management made false statements. They even changed 
their versions at different times and the authorities used 
the evidence suitable to them and punished the workman. 
He has further claimed that the misutilization of the loan 
amount does not amount to be misconduct as per Bi-partite 
Settlements and Desai and Shastri awards. Even otherwise 
the punishment awarded was illegal and unwarranted. The 
workman has prayed for cancellation of order of 
punishment awarded to him and for a direction to the 
Management to pay the arrears of increments along with 
interest @ 24% PA. besides for the grant of other relief 
found due to him. 

The Management has opposed the claim of the 
workman. They have also raised preliminary objections 
to the maintainability of the reference and the claim of 
the workman. It is stated by them that the workman was 
guilty of a serious misconduct, therefore, after holding a 
domestic enquiry he was awarded the punishment of 
stoppage of two annual increments with future effect; that 
before awarding the punishment, the Management held a 
fair and proper enquiry in which the workman was charge 
sheeted. He was assisted by a defense representative. He 
was given firll opportunity to defend himself His appeal 
was also considered on merit but in view of the misconduct 
proved against him, the punishment awarded was 
maintained. They have further claimed that the reference 
is bad for non-joinder of necessary parties. They have 
fiirther alleged that the workman in connivance with 
Shri D. N. Mehtani got the report made on the basis of 
house map produced by the workman and not on the basis 
of site inspection. Thus the inspection report dated 16th 
June, 1988 did not disclose the actual picture of the house. 
The workman made wrong claim to have utilized the first 
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installment of the loan amount in the construction of the 
house. The workman neither did any alteration nor raised 
additional construction on the site. Thus he misutilized 
the loan amount. They denied the correctness of the 
allegations made in the statement of claim and stated that 
a &ir and proper enquiry was held against the workman. 
He was given full opportunity to defend himself, to cross- 
examine the witnesses of the Management and the report 
was based upon the record. The copy of report of the 
enquiry was also given to the workman. 

From the pleading of the parties and the evidence 
produced by them it is clear that the punishment 
challenged in this reference was awarded after a domestic 
enquiry. The Supreme Court has said in a nuniber of cases 
that a domestic enquiry is not an empty tbrmality but an 
essential condition to the legality of the disciplinary order. 
In the case reported as 1999(1) SCT 642 the Apex Court 
observed “The High Court appears to have over looked 
the settled position that in departmental proceedings the 
disciplinary authority is the sole judge of facts and in case 
an appeal is presented to the appellate authority, the 
appellate authority has also the power and jurisdiction to 
re-appreciate the evidence and come to its own conclusions 
on facts being the sole fact finding authorities. Once 
finding of the facts based on appreciation of evidence are 
recorded, the High Court in writ jurisdiction may not 
normally interfere with the Victual findings unless it finds 
that the recorded findings were perverse and/or legally 
untenable. The adequacy or inadequacy of the evidence is 
not permitted to be canvassed before the High Court 

In this case, the workman in his statement before 
this Tribunal admitted that a departmental enquiry was 
held against him; that he was chargesheeted for having 
misutilized the loan amount; that shri R. A. Abrol was 
appointed as Enquiry Officer who was changed on his 
request and Shri R. S. Sethi appointed as Enquiry Officer 
in his place. He fiirther stated that he had attended all the 
enquiry proceedings alongwith his representative. He had 
signed on the enquiry proceedings arul had also produced 
evidence in defence. He claimed not to be remembering 
having made any complaint against the Enquiry Officer, 
Shri Sethi. He further admitted that he was also given 
personal hearing by the disciplinary authority. At no stage 
he claimed that the enquiry held against him was not fair 
and proper. He admitted to have been granted a loan of 
Rs. 72800 and received first installment of Rs. 21,840. 
The workman could elicit from his own evidence as to 
why the witnesses, who appeared against him in the 
domestic enquiry, made statements against him. Shri 
Aggarwal, who appeared as witness for the Management 
stated that thou^ the loan had been sanctioned on the 
report of Shri D. N. Mehtani but the Management had 
not believed that report. TTiere is, therefore, absolutely no 
evidence to show that the enquiry held against the 
workman was not fair and proper. He haa also failed to 


show that the Disciplinary Authority was not competent 
to award the punishment given to the workman or that 
the said punishment could not be awarded in the face of 
Awards and Settlements governing the parties. He has 
further failed to show that the punishment awarded was 
disproportionate to the mis-conduct alleged and proved 
against him. 

In the circumstances I am of the opinion that the 
action of the Management of State Bank of Patiala in 
in^x)sing the punishment of stoppage of two increinents 
wiffi future effect on Shri N. P. Sharma, Cashier-cum- 
Clerk, Charkhi Dadri Bratich,'was legal and justified. The 
workman is not entitled tp any relief. The reference is 
answered in these terms and the award is passed. Let a 
copy of the award be sent to the appropriate governfnent 
for necessary action arid the file be consigned to records 
after due completion. 

KULDIP SINGH, Presiding Officer 
26 2008 
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New Delhi, the 26th February, 2008 
S.O, 620.^—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
(jovernment hereby publishes the award (Ref, No. 37/ 
2004) of Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court-II, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure, 
in the Industrial Dispute between the management of 
Northern Railway, arid their workmen, received by the 
Central Government on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-41012/35/2004-IR (B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-H, 
CHANDIGARH 

Shri Kuldip Singh, Presiding Officer 
Case L D. No: 37/2004 
Registered on: 30-11-2004 
Date of Decision 8-6-2007 
Pyare Lai Chodhary, 

S/o Shri Kishan Chand, 

Storeman under I.O.W. Office, . 

Sonepat ...Petitioner 

‘ Versus 
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The Dlvision41 Railway Manager, not eligible for the interview. As the result of \ava voce 

Northern Railway Delhi Division, the juniors of the workman and similarly situated persons 

Near Iifew Delhi Railway Station ...Respondent were promoted and regularized. 


APPEARANCE 

For th^ Workinan Workman in person 

For th^ Management : Mr. N. K. Zakhmi, Advocate 

^ AWARD 


”he following reference was received from 
Goverunent of India vide their order No. L-41012/.35/ 
2004/( [R(B-li dated 17th August, 2004. It was desired by 
the Mi nistiy pf Labour to find out as to what relief the 
workn an is ehtitled to 


j Whether the action of the Management of Northern 
^Iwa^of denial of promotion and regularization 
^ MC^! to Sh. Pyare Lai S/o Sh. Kishan Chand 
from th^ date when his juniors were promoted and 
tegularfeed is legal and just ? If not, to what relief 
me workman is entitled to T 


i'he reference was registered in this Tribunal and 
notice! were Ksued to the parties who filed their claims, 
in the !;h^ Cf Claim Stastement, ^Witten Statement and 
the reji )inder. llTiey also supported their respective claims 
with tl le affidavits of workman Pyare Lai and R. C. Garg, 
ADEN, Panipat. They also placed on record photocopies 
of a m imber of documents, some at their own and some 
on the application of the workman. 


iTie claim of the workman is that he was appointed 
as stoffe map on 15th Feb., 1973 in the Railway 
Department |inder ELC/construction/JWLS in KVR 
project and granted pay as per regular scale w.e.f 
1st June, 1974. He was promoted as store issue on 21st 
July, 1^74 in ithich capacity he worked to the satisfaction 
of the pfficersL However even after the completion KVR 
project he w^ allowed to continue working as store man 
on thei substahtive post of store man and he performed 
the duties of office as well. Ife was transferred toMadhopur 
on 4th[Nov., 1977, where he servedui^o 14th April, 1978. 
Thus ie continuously worked for five years one month 
and 2$ days jin the construction organization of the 
Manadement;|that the workman joined as a Khalasi under 
lOW/ftNB Pajiipat on 24th April, 1978. In the year 1984 
the sel^on Exercise was conducted for the post of MCC 
and a Writtenjtest was held on 16th Dec., 1984 which the 
woiknian pas^ but the selection was cancelled by the 
Geneiil Manager, with the directions that all those who 
were working as MCC (Material Checking Clerk) on 
ad hoci for thi^ years or more be regularized on the basis 
of theit service record and viva voce. Although he stood 
at Serm No. 45 of the seniority list of the ad hoc MCCs 
but he was noi interviewed on 24th March, 1978 and was 
told thjat sinci he has not been screened, therefore, he is 


It is also claimed by the workman that he had been 
screened in the year 1986 and was declared pass on 12th 
March, 1987; and since the workman had been working 
on ad hoc basis for three years, therefore, he was also 
entitled for promotion and regularization. He has further 
claimed that Messrs. Subhash and Sunil Kumar, who were 
similarly placed and who were not alowed to appear in 
viva voce, aproached the CAT New Delhi and obtained a 
directions to the Management that in case any of the 
juniors of the petitioners were interviewed and considered 
by the respondent, they be also considered and given 
regularization as is given to their juniors in the grade of 
MCC. Besides that the Management also gave promotion 
to Sh. Avinashi Lai, who was also not allow appeared in 
the viva voce test and was also junior to the applicant, 
whereas they did not consider him. Thus they violated 
the provisions of article 14 and 16 of the constitution. He 
has prayed for a direction to the Nfanagement to consider 
his case for his promotion and regularization as MCC, 
from the date his juniors were promoted and also to give 
him all benefits as a result of promotion. 

The Management has opposed the claim of the 
workman. It is submitted by them that the workman was 
engaged as store man on casual basis in the KVR project, 
on the completion of which he was discharged from 
service. He was reappointed on 15th Dec., 1978 as Khalasi 
in Delhi Division at Panipat. Thus the appointment of 
the workman was a fresh as he had been discharged from 
KVR project, on the completion of the same. They 
admitted that the selection process for the Post of MCC 
was held in the year 1984, but the same was cancelled. 
They denied, categorically, that the workman had ever 
worked a MCC on ad hoc basis or he w as regularized in 
Group D. According to them his name was wrongly placed 
at Serial No. 45 of the seniority list as he did not fiilfil the 
conditions required for a place in the seniority list 
Moreover, he was screened and regularized in Group D 
vide order dated 30th March, 1990 and for that reasons 
also he was not entitled for promotion as MCC. They also 
denied that the juniors of the workman were promoted as 
MCC. He was also not screened for that post in the year 
1987 as is claimed by him. He w'as rather screened for the 
post of shunting porter in March, 1987 which post w as 
given to him, but despite reminders he did not join on 
that post and so his name got deleted. 

The Management has also contested the claim of 
the workman for ACP stating that since he was regularized 
in Group D on 30th March, 1990 and was given the grade 
of 850-1150 on 20th Dec., 1990, therefore, he was not 
entitled to ACP, before the completion of 12 years of his 
service. They further stated that although the 
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recommendations, in his favour, for the post of MCC, 
was made but since he was not a screened employee for 
the post of MCCs, therefore, he was not posted as ad hoc 
MCC. With regard to the case of Sunil Kumar and 
Subhash Chander it is stated by the Management that as 
per the instructions of the CAT and since they were 
working on ad hoc basis as MCCs their cases were 
considered. They further claimed that no unscreened 
employee had appeared in the selection of MCC in the 
year 1988. Sh. Avinashi Lai was screened and regularized 
in Group D on 7th June, 1984 and was working as MCC 
on ad hoc basis, therefore, he was regularized in the year 
1988. They also claimed that Messrs. Mohan Lai, Chaman 
Lai, Madan Lai and Ram Lai were seniors to the workman 
and they were screened in the year 1978, therefore, the 
claim of the workman against them is misconceived and 
not valid. 

The workman filed the rejoinder and reiterated the 
claim made by him in the Claim Statement. He added • 
nothing new and only denied the claim made by the 
Management, in the Written Statement, describing the 
same as wrong and incorrect. He asserted that he had 
joned as Khalasi on 24th April, 1978 but woriced as MCC 
from ISthFeb., 1977 to 28th Feb., 1977. Thus he fulfilled 
the conditions for regularization. He again claimed that 
he was screened in the year 1987 and made the plea, that 
as per the railway circulars an employee who was screened 
should be regularized and need not to be screened again. 
Since he had been screened in the year 1987 in the traffic 
department screening, therefore, he was not required to 
be screened again. He further contested that he had been 
given promotion in the grade of 850-1150 or that the 
persons named in para 13 and 14, of Written Statement 
were senior to the workman. 

I have gone through the file and have also considered 
the submissions made by the parties. 

The parties have not placed on record any rule, 
circular or notifications to show as to what was the criteria 
for promotion and regularization in the MCC Cadre. What 
can be gathered from the pleadings of the parties is that 
an employee who had worked on ad hoc ^is as MCC 
was entitled for regularization as MCC The claim of the 
workman is that he had worked as MCC on ad hoc basis 
from 15th Feb., 1977 to 28th Feb., 1977. He has also taken 
the assistance of a letter mark-12 which reads that a 
recommendation was made for grant of officiating 
allowance to the workman on the ground that the workman 
had been attipnding to the work of store and establishment 
very satisfactorily, in the railway office al Sonipat from 
1st Dec., 1984 to 28th Feb., 1985. The workman has also 
placed on record a copy of service particulars which show 
that he had worked as store man. This record nowhere 
contains that he had ever worked as ad hoc MCC, as is 
claimed by him. 'niere is also nothing on record to show 


that the job of store man and MCC was similar and in the 
same cadre. The workman has also not produced any 
evidence to show that he was screened in the year 1987. 
By his own claim, he was screened by the traffic 
department of the railways and if it was so whether the 
said screening was sufficient to claim, exemption from 
the screening requird for consideration for the post of MCC 
on regular basis. The workman has also failed to produce 
any evidence to show that Messrs. Sunil Kumar, Subhash 
Chander and Avinashi Lai were similarly placed but were 
juniors to him and therefore, they could not be promoted 
over the head of the workman. He has also not produced 
aity evidence to show that he was not given a promotion 
of grade on 20fii Dec., 199Q; and that he had not convicted 
12 years of service after such a promotion, so as to glaim 
the ACP. 

In his statement, recorded on 12th Dec., 2005, he 
admitted that he was disengaged on the completion of 
KVR project, Madhopur; and that he was appointed as 
Khalasi on 15th Dec., 1978, as a Casual worker and was 
still temporary khalasi in the year 1984. He claimed to 
have been given letter of appointment on ad hoc basis on 
the post of MCC but did not produce that letter so as to 
show that he had served as MCC. He referred to document 
W-2 which as I stated earlier, reads that the workman 
had served as store man/store issue (same work of clerk) 
from 15th Feb., 1978 to 28th Feb., 1978. This certificate 
was made by Senior Engineer KVR Project, Northern 
Railway. This certificate primarily was concerned to verify 
the character of the workman. Even otherwise, as stated 
earlier there is no denial that the workman had worked as 
a store man. .Jhe certificate nowhere reads that the 
workman had also woriced as MCC on ad hoc basis. He 
then referred to document W-11 which is an application 
for providing temporary labour. This wa^ a request from 
the Engineer, New Delhi for,the post of MCC. The officer 
requested that since there was no MCC or store Khalasi 
provided therefore, one MCC was urgently required for 
handling of store issue and receipt of material in the store 
and for other office works/establishment etc. There is 
absolutely no reference in this document to show that the 
workman was working ^ MCC on ad hoc basis as is 
claimed by him. He admitted that he was not regularized 
in Group D cadre in the year 1984. He also admitted that 
he was regularized on the post of Shunti porter and the 
grade of MCC and Shunti porter was the same but he had 
not accepted that since he was already working in that 
Grade. He admitted to have given the^rade of 850-1150 
on 30th March, 1990 but claimed that even after rendering 
more than 12 years’ he was not given ACP. I find that he 
has not produced any evidence to show that after getting 
the grade he had served the Management for more than 
12 years but still he was hot given the ACP. However 
since the question of ACP was not referred to the Tribunal, 
therefore, it need not to be considered. 
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After going through all the evidence available on 
record I am the opinion that the workman has failed to 
prodi^ce an^ evidence to show that the action of the 
Man^gemenjt was wrong and in denying him the 

promotion a^d regularization as MCC from the date his 
juniors werejpromoted. The evidence available on record 
rather shoves that the workman was not eligible for 
consi ieratioh on the post of MCC since he had not worked 
as ad hoc >CC nor he had been Greened for that post, 
therefore, h^ was not interviewed and considered. There 
is evi lence Here and there which shows that he had worked 
as a s tore man but in the absence of any rules or direction, 
as to what oould be the feeding cadre for consideration 
for ai (pointnient as MCC it cannot be said that the services 
rend< sred by| the workman as Store man and as Khalasi 
entit! ed hiii^ to be considered for a regular post of MCC. 
In that context if his juniors were found eligible for 
consi deratio^i, could be appointed. The eligibility was the 
first (consideration. Considering the case of the workman 
for a )pointirent, on regular basis, as H.C.6.1 am of the 
opini on that] he did not fall in the eligibility criteria. Thus 
the V orkmaii is not entitled to any relief The reference is 
answ ered against him. Let a copy of this award be sent to 
the a ppropnate government for necessary action and the 
file I e consfened to records after due completion. 

; ! KULDIP SINGH, Presiding Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 

PRESENT 

A. A. Lad, Presiding Officer 

Reference No. CGIT-2/103 of 2000 

Employers in relation to the management of ABN 
Amro Bank 

The Head (HR), 

ABN Amro Bank, 

302, Dalamal House, 

Nariman Point, 

Mumbai-400 021 

Ivs 

Their Workmen 

Mr. Prakash R. Gholc, 

Jun Mthbhati Chawl, 

Room No. 19, 

Shivram Singh Compound, 

S.PS. Marg, 

Bhandup (W), 

Mumbai-400 078 


! i ^ 26 2008 

I W.a?!-, 621.—1947 (1947 
^ l|t) ^ ^ 17 % 

ilni) «r)4'=hi<l % 

ri.-ill, " 5 ^ % (^ri^ ■fRS'TT 103 / 2000 ) ^ 

t, ^ ^ 26-2-2008 ^ 

8TTI 


[ri. TT^-12012/419/2000-311^ 3TK (^-I)] 


New Delhi, the 26th February, 2008 

S.O. ’ 621.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 103/ 
2000) of Centri^l Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Lalx^ur Court No.-II, Mumbai as shown in the Annexure, 
in tie Industrial Dispute between the management of 
ABN /^rolBank, and their workmen, which was received 
b>' tie Central Government on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-12012/419/2000-IR (B-1)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 


APPEARANCES 

For the Employer Mr. N. H. Samant, Advocate 

For the Workman Mr. Rajan Chavan, Advocate 

Mumbai, dated 4th Januaiy, 2008 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by 
its Order No. L-12012/419/2000/IR(B-I) dated 25-10- 
2000 in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 have referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication ; 

“Whether the action of the Management of ABN 
Amro Bank in not following Section 25~F of 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 abruptly stopping 
Shri Prakash Gole from attending his duties w e f 
13-11-1999 is justified ? if not, what relief 
Shri Prakash Rajaram Gole is entitled ?“ 

2. Claim Statement is filed by the concerned 
workman at Ex-5 which was challenged by first party by 
filing reply Ex-9. Issues are framed at Ex-12 on pleadings. 
Evidence is led by the concerned workman and 
Management. However, both arrived to settlement which 
was produced in writing dated 3-1-2008 by which both 
parties agreed to settle the claim of second party by making 
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payment of lump sum Rs. 7,50,000. After deducting TDS 
Rs. 1,78,920 Cheque of ^,71,080 was handed over to the 
concerned workman at the time of settlement on 3-1-2008. 
Accordingly, both appeared before this Tribunal on 
3-1-2008 and filed purshis Ex-39 mentioning that, as per 
scttlem^t dated 3-1-2008, they decided to settle the claim 
of the concerned workman. He also filed copy of settlement 
at Ex-38. Hence the order: 

ORDER 

In view of Ex-38 & 39, referaice is disposed of ' 

Date : 4-1-2008 A. A. LAD, Presiding Officer 

SETTLEMENT/AGREEMENT 

[u/s. 2(p) and Sec. 18(1) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 read with Rule 58 of the Industrial Disputes 
(Central) Rules, 1957] 

Names of the Parties: 

1. M/s. ABN Amro Bank N.V., 

9th Floor, Sakhar Bhavan, 

Nariman Point, Mumbai-400 021 
(Hereinafter referred to as the “1st Party Bank”) 
Represented by: 

Mr. Vikas Kohli—AVP (Admn.) 

Mr. Anil-B. Salvi—VP (HR) 

M/s. Kleenwel (India), 

House Keeping Consultants & Contractors, 

1st Floor, General Assurance Building, 

232, D. N. Road, Mumbai-400 001 
(Hereinafter referred to as “the Contractor”) 
Represented by: 

Mr, Jacob Joseph, Proprietor 

2. Mr. Prakash R. Ghole, 

Juni Vthbhati Chawl, Room No. 19, 

Shivram Singh Compound, 

SPS Marg, Bhandup (W), Mumbai-78 
(Hereinafter referred to as “the 2nd Party”) 

SHORT RECITAL 

Whereas the 2nd party herein Mr. Prakash R. Ghole 
has served a Demand & Justification letter dated 
24-11-1999 oii the 1st party Bank herein i.e. ABN Amro 
Bank NV alleging that the Bank has illegally and orally 
terminated his services w.e.f, 13-11-1999 and demanded 
for reinstatement in the original post i.e. Peon w.e.f. 
13-11-1999 with full backwages and all other 
consequential benefit including wages as given to other 
Peons employed by the Bank w.e.f the date of his 
appointment i.e. 28-1-1994, etc. 

And whereas in the absence of any fevourable reply 
fiom the 1st party Bank, the 2nd party herein approached 


the Regional Labour Conunissioner (Central) under the 
provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

And Whereas upon receipt of Notice from the office 
of the Asstt. Labour Commissioner, the 1st party Bank 
attended the office of the Asstt. Labour (Ttanmissioner 
and filed its reply, etc. However, on not reaching any 
amicable solution on the alleged dispute, a Reifeience being 
Reference CGIT-II/103 of2000 came to be referred before 
the Hon’ble Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal No. 2, 
Mumbai, for adjudication. 

And whereas the 2nd party has filed his Statement 
of Claim dated 3-1-2001 claiming to be workman of the 
1st party Bank and praying for reinstatement in services 
w.e.f 13-11-1999 with full backwages and continuity of 
services and all other consequential benefits. 

And Whereas, the 1st party Bank has filed its 
Written Statement dated 8-5-2001 wherein the Bank has 
categorically contended that the 1st party Bank has never 
appointed the 2nd party and that he was not at all an 
emplctyee of the Bank and therefore there wns no employer- 
en^loyee relationship between the 1st party Bank and 
the 2nd party herein and as such the question of 
terminating his services by the Bank did not at all arise. 
It was further contended therein that the 1st Party Bank 
has engaged a Housekeeping Contractor namely. M/s. 
Kleenwel (India), House Keeping Consultants and 
Contractors, (hereinafter referred to as “the Contractor”) 
for the purpose of carrying out the work of housekeeping. 
It was further contended that on information it was 
revealed that the said Contractor had appointed one 
Mr Prakash R. Ghole (i.e. the 2nd party herein) as their 
employee for doing the work of supervising the 
housekeeping work of the en^lc^ees of the Contractor. 

And whereas at present, the said Reference is at the 
stage ofcross-examinationcrfthe witness of the Istparty^ 
Bank before the Hon’ble Central Govt Industrial Tribunal, 
Mumbai. 

And whereas the 2nd party herein Mr. Prakash R. 
Ghole, having now realized and accepted that be was/is 
not at all an employee of the Ist party Bank but was an 
employee of the said Contractor engaged by the 1st party 
Bank, has now approached the Contractor with a request 
to monetarily settle his dispute amicably out (tf court on 
humanitarian ground and simultaneously has agreed to 
file necessary A^lication before the Honl>le Central 
Govt Industrial Tribunal with a reque^ to passnecessaty 
Award disposing of the said Reference C(HT-II/103 of 
2000 in terms of the Settlement 

^ / 

And whereas the Contractor, purely on 
humanitarian grpund and without creating any conffition 
precedent has accepted the said request of the 2nd party 
and after protracted negotiations by and between the 
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Cbntracti)r and the 2nd party, the parties have arrived at 
an amicable settlement on the terms and conditions 
mentioned hereinbelow:— 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

11. Th^t the 2nd party herein Mr, prakash R. Ghole do 
i heijeby irrevocably accepts and confirms that he was 
i the employee of the said Contractor namely M/s. 

I Klfienwel (India), House Keeping Consultants & 
Co itractors, and that the said Contractor has 
irrevocably accepted and ratified the status of the 
I 2nc party as his direct employee and that the 2nd 
: par y has been in thei r services at all material times/ 

■ relevant times. 

2. Thit it is herely specifically agreed by and between 
all 1 he parties that the T St party Bank i.e. M/s. ABN 
Am ro Bank N V has never been the employer of the 
! 2nc party herein at any point of time. 

I 

p. Thdt the Contractor has agreed to pay to the 2nd 
! park herein, a lumpsum amount of Rs. 7,50,000 
(Rimees seven lakhs and fifty thousand only), subject 
1 to deduction of tax at source, if any, and the 2nd 
Par^ has agreed to accept the same and pass 
i necessary Receipts for the said amount, in full and 
fina^ settlement of all his claims and dues from the 
saidj Contractor M/s. Kleenwel (India) arising out 
oftlje said Reference CGrr-il/l03 of2000 including 
his jclaims arising out of his employment, non- 
emdloyment, loss of future employment, etc. and 
that he will have no claim whatsoever against M/s. 

! Kleenwel (India) hereinafter. 

‘ j 

4 . It is jspecifically agreed by and between the parties 
. that i on receipt of the aforesaid lumpsum amount 

fronj the Contractor by the 2nd Party, the 1st party 
Banjc is totally absolved from any liability, either 
i monetary or otherwise, as claimed in and arising 
out 4f the said Reference CGlT-II/103 of 2000 and 
that the 2nd party shall have no claim of whatsoever 
i natuye against the 1st party Bank i.e. ABN Amro 
' Banl^ NV, in future. 

5. It isifurther specifically agreed by the 2nd Party 
herejn Mr. Prakash R. Ghole that on receipt of the 
aforesaid lumpsum amount by him, he shall have 
no cjaims of whatsoever nature, in future, either 
mon^taiy or otherwise, either against the 1st party 
Banl^ i e. M/s. ABN Amro Bank NV and/or against 
the 4aid Contractor i.e. M/s. Kleenwel (India), in 
respect of the dispute covered by the Reference 
CGlt-II/103 of 2000 between the Employers in 
relation to the management of ABN Amro Bank 
Muir bai and Their workmen, and all such disputes 
and qlaims arising therefirom, including his claims 
of reinstatement, reen^)loyment, backwages, bonus, 


LTA, leave wages, gratuity, PF, etc., shall be deemed 
to have been settled fully, finally and irrevocably. 

6. That the lumpsum amount mentioned in para 3 
above, shall be treated as spread over, for the purpose 
of income tax. 

7. It is specifically agreed by the 2nd party Mr. Prakash 
P. Ghole that this Agreement/Settlement shall be 
filed before the Hon’ble Central Govt. Industrial 
Tribunal No. II, Mumbai, in Reference CGlT-II/ 
103 of 2000, and pray to the Hon’ble Tnbunal to 
pass an Award in terms of this Settlement and 
dispose of the said Reference accordingly. 

8. The contractor shall make the payment of the 
aforesaid lumpsum amount of Rs. 7,50,000 subject 
to deduction of income tax at source, to the 2nd 
party in the presence of the Hon’ble Central Govt. 
Industrial Tribunal oh the date set down for disposal 
of the said Reference and the 2nd party shall at the 
same time/simultaneously pass necessary' receipts 
of the payments. 

9. It is further specifically agreed and understood that 
this Settlement has been singed by the 2nd party 
out of his own free will and that there is no duress 
or coercion on him from anybody for signing this 
Settlement. 

In witness whereof all the parties append their 
signatures in token of having accepted the above terms 
and conditions, on the date, month and year mentained 
hereinbelow: 

Mumbai, Dated this 3rd day of January, 2008 

Signed Sealed and Delivered a Sd- 

by the within named 1st party Bank (Vikas Kolili) 
M/s. ABN Amro Bank NV through ^ Sd/- 

Mr. Vikas Kohli (AVP-Admn.) and (Anil 

Mr. Anil B. Salvi (VP-HR) B. Salvi) 

j 

Signed Sealed and Delivered 
by the within named Contractor Sd/- 

M/s. Kleenwel (India) through its r (Jacob 

Proprietor Mr. Jacob Joseph Joseph) 

Signed Sealed and Delivered j Sd/- 

by the within named 2nd party i.e. (Prakash R. 
Mr. Prakash R. Ghole J Ghole) 

Witnesses: 

Sd/- 

1. Awin Jacob 

Sd/- 

2. M. K. Ghole 

<3opy of receipt is annexed with this agreement. 


Dated ; 3-1-2008 
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RECEIPT 

Received with thanks from M/s. Kleenwel (India), 
House Keeping Consultants & Contractors, a Cheque 
No. 483318, dated 3-1-2008, for Rs. 5,71,080 Rupees 
five lakhs seventy one thousand eighty only), drawn on 
ABN Amro Bank, in my favour, towards the full and final 
settlement as mentioned in the Settlement dated 3-1-2008 
arrived by and between myself. M/s. Kleenwel (India), 
House Keeping Consultants & Contractors, and M/s. ABN 
Amro Bank NV, as under : 

Lumpsum amount Rs. 7,50,000 

Less: Income Tax (IDS) Rs. 1,78,920 

Net Amount Payable Rs. 5,71,080 

I do hereby specifically agree and confirm that on 
receipt of the aforesaid Cheque and realization thereof, I 
shall have no claims of whatsoever nature, in future, either 
monetary or otherwise, either against M/s. ABN Amro 
Bank NV and/or against M/s. Kleenwel (India), House 
Keeping Consultants & Contractors, in respect of the 
disputes covered by Reference CGIT-II/I03 of 2000 
between the Employers in relation to the management of 
ABN Amro Bank NV, Mumbai and Their workmen and 
all such disputes and claims arising therefrom, including 
my claims of reinstatement^ reemployment, backwages, 
bonus, LTA, leave wages, gratutiy, PF, etc., shall be deemed 
to have been settled fully, finally and irrevocably. 

Mumbai, Dated this 3rd day of Januaty, 2008. 

I Say Received: 

Sd/- 

(Prakash R Ghole) 

Witnesses: 

Sd/- 

1. Alwin Jacob 

Sd/- 

2. Mukund Ghole 

BEFORE THE HON’BLE CENTRAL GOVT. 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. H AT MUMBAI 

Reference Na CGIT-II/103 of 2000 
Between: 

The Employers in relation to the Management of 
ABN-AMRO Bank, Muihbai .... 1st Party 

And 

Their \Workmen .2nd Party 

MAY IT PLEASE THIS HON’BLE TRIBUNAL : 

The 2nd Party Workman Mr. Prakash Ghole most 
respectfully submits that the dispute covered in the above 
matter has been amicably settled by me vide Settlement 
dated 3-1-2008, a copy of which is enclosed herewith at 
Annexure-A. 


In view of the above, I do not desire to pursue the 
above Reference any more and hence most respectfully 
pray that the same may kindly be disposed of by this 
Hon’ble Tribunal by passing an Award in terms of the 
said Settlement dated 3-1-2008. 

Mumbai, Dated this 3rd day of January, 2008 

Sd/- 

(Prakash Ghole) 
2nd Party Workman 

M fe#, 26 2008 

cBT.air. 622.—1947 (1947 
^ 14 ) ^ «IR 1 17 % ^ 

331/2006) ^ 

^ ^ 26~2“2008 ^ TtTqT I 

[ri. t^-12012/244/2002-3n^ 3m (41-1)] 

3t'3tq 

New Delhi, the 26th February, 2008 

S.O, 622.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Govenunent her^ publishes the award (Ref No. 331/ 
2006) of Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Emakulam as shown in the Atmexure, in 
the Industrial Dispute between the management of State 
Bank of Travancore, and their workmen which was 
received by the Central Government on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-I2012/244/2002-IR (B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT: 

Shri P. L. Norbert, B.A., IX.B., Presiding Officer 

(Thursday the 22nd day of November 2007/Ist 
Agrahayana 1929) 

LD. 331 of 2006 


(LD. 27/03 of Labour Court, Emakulam) 


Workman 

: V Rajagopalan, 

S/o K. \fenketa Rao, 
Maiathaum^om, 

Eroor (West), Thrippunithura 


By Adv. Sri. K. Ramakumar 





THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MARCH 22, 2008/CHAITRA 2, 1930 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


’268 


Managdment : The Deputy General Manager, 

State Bank of Travancore, 
Zonal Office, 

Emakulain’682 Oil 
By Adv. Sri. Saji Varghese 

This case coming up for hearing on 22-11-2007, this 
'I'ribunal -cum-Labour Court on the same day passed the 
:^llovri4g: 

AWARD 

This is a reference under Section 10(l)(d) of 
Industrial Disputes Act challenging the action of the 
Management in dismissing the worker, Shri V. 
^ajagopalan from service. 

1 2.1 Though both sides entered appearance and filed 

their pleadings, when the matter came up for evidence, 
tpe woffker remained absent continuously. The 
ifaanag^ent witness (Enquiry Officer) was present, a 
sjecond The Enquiry officer was examined in chief 
ajnd the inquiry file was rnaiiced as Ext. M1. He has stated 
tiiat he Md conducted the enquiry complying with the 
ijrinciplp of natural justice and frir play. The workman 
^'as rep^sented by a co-worker. The workman was given 
cjopies (4" management documents. He participated in the 
enquiry throughout the proceedings. He was given ample 
(Mportunity to cross-examine management witnesses and 
ajdduce defence evidence. The findings are entered on the 
b^is of I he evidence on record. In the light of the evidence 
cp MWl and Ext. Ml, I find that the enquiry is valid and 
ftndingsj are properly drawn based on evidence. 

• In the result, an award is passed finding that the 
aMion ol the management in dismissing the workman Shri 
V; Rajagopalan from service is legal and justified and the 
iforkmafi is not entitled for any relief 

TMped, corrected and passed by me on this the 22nd 
day of I^ovember, 2007. 

P. L. NORBERT, Presiding Officer 

APPENDIX 

Witness^ for the management: 

NffWl Sri Mathews John 

Elxhibitp for the management: 

Ml Enquiry file 

^ 26 2008 


■5^311, 623-—3TfvfWT, 1947 (1947 
^ 14) 17 % 

;% 237/2006 ) ^ Tt^Tf^rd 

^ 26-02-2008 ^ f sn qi t 

R^-41012/19/2000-311^ 3nT (^-I)] 
31'01'H 3Ttt^DhKl 


New Delhi, the 26th February, 2008 

S.O. 623.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 237/ 
2006) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Ernakulam as shown in the Annexure, in 
the Industrial Dispute between the management of 
Southern Railway and their workmen, which was received 
by the Central Government on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-41012/19/2000-IR (B-1)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, ERNAKULAM 


PRESENT; 

Shri P.L. Norbert, B.A., LL.B., Presiding Officer 

(Thursday the 22nd day of November, 2007/ 

1st Agrahayana 1929) 

I.D. 237 of 2006 


(LD. 13/2000 of Labour Court, Ernakulam) 


Workman 

: Sri K. Hassankoya, 

S/o Koyamu, 

C/o Seethi, Kodakkallu 
Parambil, House, Farook 
College, P.O., Faroke, 
Kozhikkode-673 632 


By Adv. C. Anil Kumar 

Management 

; The Divisional Personnel 
Officer, 

Southern Railway, 

Divisional Officer, 

Palakkad 


By Adv. P.M.M. Najeeb Khan 


This case coming up for hearing on 22-11-2007, 
this Tribunal-cum-Labour Court on the same day passed 
the following : 


AWARD 

This is a reference under Se«tionl0(l)(d) of 
Industrial Disputes Act questioning the termination of 
the service of the worker. 

2. On notice both sides entered appearance and filed 
their pleadings. However when the matter came up for 
evidence, the worker remained absent and the counsel 
reported that he had no instructions from the worker. In 
the circumstances it had to be presumed that there is no 
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existing dispute between the parties and no adjudication 
is required. 

In the result, an award is passed finding that the 
action of the management in terminating the service of 
Shri K.Hassankoya (worker) is legal and justified and the 
workman is not entitled for any relief The award will 
come into force one month after its publication in the 
official gazette. 

Typed, corrected and passed by me on this the 22nd . 
day of November, 2007. 

P.L. NORBERT, Presiding Officer 

1 Appendix: Nil. 

^ fe#, 26 wrd, 2008 

m. 31T. 624.—1947 (1947 
14) ^ 17 % 

■f^. % "Sravtisf % eiU <S'i^ c»>4chi<l' % 

'Srftmcr, % ^i^‘( 70/2006) ^ yq>ii^w 

t, ^ 26-02-2008 ^ «?! V 

[^, "q^-l 2012/242/1997-^ SIR (^-I) ] 
3T5P1 ^HK, 

New Delhi, the 26th February, 2008 

S.O. 624.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 70/ 
2006) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Emakulam as shown in the Annexure, in 
the Industrial Dispute between the management of The 
Federal Bank Ltd., and their workmen which was received 
by the Central Government on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-12012/242/1997-IR (B-l)| 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT: 

Shri P.L. Norbert, B.A., LL.B., Presiding Officer 
(Nfonday the 22nd day of October, 2007 
LD. No. 70 of 2006 

(I.D. 37/98 of Labour Court, Emakulam) 

Union : The General Secretary, 

Federal Bank Employees Union, 
P.B. No. 10, Alwaye-683 101 

By Adv. Sri C. Anil Kumar 


Management ; The Chairman, 

The Federal Bank Ltd., 

Head Office, Federal Towers, 

PB. No. 103, Aluva-683 101. 

By, Adv. M/s. B.S. Krishnan 
Associates. 

This case coming up for final hearing on 
16-10-2007, this Tribunal-cum-Labour Court on 
22-10-2007 passed the following : 

AWARD 

This is a reference made under Sectionl0(l)(d) of 
Industrial Disputes Act 1947. The dispute is about the 
correctness of the termination of the service of Shri Ajith 
A. Mehta, a sub-staff of Federal Bank. 

2. The facts of the case in brief are as follows : 

Shri Ajith A. Mehta was a sub-staff of Rajkot Branch 
of Federal Bank. On the allegations that he had 
misappropriated money entrusted to him by 
customer for remittance and had failed to get the 
charge of the bank recorded in the R.C. Book of the 
scooter purchased by him with bank loan and had 
sold the vehicle without the permission of the bank 
and without closing the loan account, disciplinary 
proceedings were initiated and a domestic enquiry 
was conducted. He was found guilty of the 
misconduct alleged and was dismissed from service. 

3. According to the worker the enquiry was 
conducted without complying with the principles of 
natural justice and affording sufficient opportunity to prove 
his innocence. The findings are not based on material 
evidence. The punishment is excessive and 
disproportionate to the charges. He is the sole bread winner 
of the family. 

4. According to the marmgement the enquiry was 
conducted in lull compliance with the principles of natural 
justice. The workman had fully participated in the enquiry. 
The workman was allowed to take the assistance of a co¬ 
worker. He was given opportunity to cross-examine 
management witnesses and adduce defence evidence. The 
findings are supported by evidence on record. The 
misconduct proved are very serious in nature. Hence the 
Disciplinary Authority imposed the punishment of 
dismissal. It is legal and proper and no interference is 
called for. 

5. In the light of the above pleadings the following 
points arise for consideration :— 

1. “Whether the enquiry is valid? 

2 . Are the findings of enquiry officer 
sustainable? 

3. Whether the punishment is proportionate? 

4. Reliefs.” 


/ 
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The ev^ence consists of Ext. M1 Enquiry file alone. 

6. Point No. 1:—Though the claim statement 
contatas a pleading that the enquiry was conducted in 
violation of the principles of natural justice, it was not 
seriously pur^red at the time of adjudication. Moreover it 
is seeii from the enquiry report that adequate opportunity 
was gjven to the worker to adduce defence evidence and 
cross-^xamirc management witnesses. The worker has 
not be^n ablato point out any lapse on the part of Enquiry 
Office^. Hencje I hold that there is no infirmity in the 
condub of enjquiry. 

Poir t No. 2 ;—The worker was a sub-staff at 
the time of llie incident. But he happened to deal with 
money transa:tion of customers. The ^legation is that on 
18-12|1992 0 ire Shri Babtxial D. Ramani had handed over 
four applicati 5ns for purchase of shares of companies for 
which] Federal Bank was a collecting agent. Along with 
the aphlicatio is the customer had given filled pay in slip 
and c^sh of [<s. 5,200 to the worker. The latter after 
affixirig seal of the bank in the counterfoil of the pay in 
slip aW shate applications, handed over them to the 
customer. Hovever the money was not remitted. Since 
the customer did not receive allotment order of shares 
withinj a reasanable time, he made enquiries with the 
bank. On 21 -j) 5-1993 one Shri M.J. Patel had similarly 
submi^ed 35 share applications along with pay in slips 
and c^h of I is. 1,09,375 to the worker for remittance. 
The walker raided only Rs. 90,625 and mis^propriated 
Rs. 18^750. 'Ij'he worker had availed a scooter loan of 
Rs. 12j240 onp74)5-1990. The loanee had to hypothecate 
the veljicle to the bank and the charge had to be recorded 
in R.C! book. The worker did not comply with this rule of 
the baiftc. On ^e other hand without closing the vehicle 
loan at«ount jand without permission of the bank the 
vehiclq was sdid by him. 


8. In th^ enquiry three witnesses were examined 
and Exits. ME-il to ME-22 were marked on the side of the 
management, feesides Exts. E-1 to E-11 were marked as 
enquiijy exhibits. Though the worker was given 
opportunity toi cross-examine management witnesses he 
did not! want tb cross-examine them. 

9. The first part of first charge is that the worker 
had m|sapprobriated Rs. 5,200 entrusted by customer 
Shri B^bulal 1^. Ramani on 18-12-1992. Ext. E4 in Ext. 
Ml is ia letter submitted by the worker to the Deputy 
General Manigcr P & IR Department of the bank on 
02-01-1995 wherein he admits that he had utilised the 
money entrusted by customer due to financial crunch. The 
Vigilance Oftlcer of the bank MWl had conducted 
investigation ^to the incident. Ext. ME-1 is his report. 
Ext. vfe-9 is ^e statement of customer Shri Babulal D. 
Ramani recorded by MWl. Complaints of applicants for 
purcha^ of shpres and Exts. ME-3(ii), ME-4, ME-5 and 
ME-6. Ext. lkE-7 is a letter written by worker to 


Shri Babulal D. Ramani. Exts. ME-3 3(a), 3(b) and 3(c) 
are four counterfoils of share applications containing the 
seal of the bank. The investigating officer had also verified 
the vouchers and cash book entries of 18-12-1992. The 
then Branch Manager of Rajkot Branch was examined as 
MW-2 in the enquiry. He too had verified the cash book 
relating to the date, 18-12-1992. MW-3 was the Branch 
Manager of Rajkot Branch in 1995. The worker had 
submitted to him Ext. E4 letter admitting that he had 
settled and discharged all the liabilities pertaining to the 
charges. This was forwarded by MW-3 to the Head Office 
(P.I.R. Department). On the basis of this evidence the 
enquiry officer found that the 1st charge stands proved 
and I find no reason to differ from the finding. 

10. The 2nd part of the first charge is that money 
entrusted to the worker by Shri M.J. Patel for remittance 
in bank for the purpose of purchasing shares, was not 
fiilly remitted. The vigilance officer, MW-1 had verified 
the vouchers, cash book officers’ scrolls of 21-05-1993 
and schedules of share applications submitted to the 
Registrar of issue. He found that out of six pay in slips, 
only five were available in bank, while the customer was 

^ in possession of six counterfoils of the slips which contain 
the initial of the worker. Photostat copies of counterfoils 
of pay in slips are ME-11 to ME-11(C) (in Ext. Ml). 
Photocopies of counterfoils of share applications arc ME- 
13 to 13(C). The worker wrote Ext. ME-14 letter to MW- 
1 stating that he had paid Rs. 23,750 to Shri M.J. Patel. 
Though the amount misappropriated was only Rs. 18,750 
for the purpose of settling the issue the worker paid 
Rs. 23,750, MW-2 stated that Shri M.J. Patel had handed 
over Exts. ME-11 to 11(C) and ME-13 to 13(C) to him. 
The initials in the counterfoils were compared with the 
initials of worker in Attendance Register Exts. ME-15 
and 16 and found to tally. It is relevant to note that in 
Ext. E-3 reply to the charge sheet the worker has stated 
that for want of time he could not remit the whole amount 
0 f 

Rs. 1,09,375. The story is not believable. He also did not 
report to the Manager or superior officers about non¬ 
remittance. Moreover in Ext. E-4 he admits that he had 
siphoned money of investors due to financial difficulties. 
Thus the 2nd part of the first charge is proved by 
documentary evidence as well as oral testimony, 

11. The 2nd charge is that the worker had availed 
a scooter loan from the bank, but had failed to get the 
charge noted in the R.C. book. He sold the vehicle without 
permission and without closing the loan account. MW-2 
deposed that in spite of repeated direction the worker did 
not bring the vehicle for inspection. During inspection 
of the branch the senior Inspecting Officer had asked all 
the staff members to bring vehicles, which were purchased 
with bank loan for inspection. But the worker did not 
comply with the direction. Ext. ME-20 is the loan 
application and ME-21 is the loan sanction order. In Ext. 
ME-19 the explanation of the worker is that he had 
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pledged the vehicle with a friend and borrowed some 
money but had not sold the vehicle. He submitted R.C. 
Book for perusal by Enquiry Officer. It did not contain 
the page for recording the transfer of ownership of the 
vehicle. Whatever that be, the vehicle was pledged without 
the knowledge of the bank. In Ext. E-3 he admits that he 
had sold the vehicle without settling the loan account due 
to financial hardship. Copy of R.C. book is attached to 
Ext. ME-19, It does not show the charge in fevour of bank. 
The aforementioned evidence proves that the worker has 
violated the Rules of the bank regarding vehicle loans 
and committed the misconduct of breach of any rule of 
business of the bank. 

12. The Enquiry Officer has meticulously analysed 
the evidence and based on solid materials, came to the 
conclusion that the worker is guilty of all the charges. 
No inroads are made by the defence to assail the enquiry 
report. Therefore I hold that the findings are legal and 
proper and suffer no vice. 

13. Point No. 3 :—The punishment is dismissal 
from service. According to the worker the punishment is 
excessive. The Disciplinary Authority had not taken into 
consideration the mitigating circumstances. He is the sole 
bread wirmer of the family which consists of his bed ridden 
mother, two unmarried sisters and a younger brother. He 
has 12 years’ unblemished service record. The misconduct 
is serious in nature, namely misappropriation of money 
of customers. It assumes importance when the institution, 
where he was working is a banking institution dealing 
with money of customers. Therefore absolute honesty cn 
the part of staff members is required to gain the confidence 
of customers. Any conduct which shakes the credibility 
of the bank cannot be tolerated by the bank. In the 
circumstances therefore the worker does not deserve any 
leniency in the matter of punishment and it is 
commensurate with the misconduct. 

14. Point No. 4;—In the light of the above findings 
it follows that the worker is not entitled for any relief 

In the result an award is passed finding that the 
action of the management in dismissing the worker, Shri 
Ajith A. Mehta firom service is legal and justified and he 
is not entitled for any relief No cost. The award will come 
into force one month after its publication in the official 
gazette. 

Typed, corrected and passed by me on this the 22hd 
day of October, 2007. 

P.L. NORBERT, Presiding Officer 

Appendix 

Exhibits for the management: 

M1 — Enquiry file in respect of Sri Ajith A. Mehta. 


^ 26 2008 

w. 3ff. 625.—1947 (1947 
^ 14 ) ^ 17%^ 

-ft' 

304/2006 ) ^ 

i|^, ^ 26~02-2008 RTRT ^'3TT I 

[U W-12012/544/1998-^ «?R (^-I)] 
SHRT ^RR, 

New Delhi, the 26th Febriiaiy, 2008 

S.O. 625.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 304/ 
2006) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, Emakulam as shown in the Annexure, 
in Industrial Dispute between the management of The 
Federal Bank Ltd., and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-I2012/544/1998-IR (B-1)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAI^CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT: 

Shri P.L. Norbert, B.A., LL.B., Presiding Officer 
(Thursday the 26th day of October, 2007) 

LD. 304 of 2006 

(I.D. 11/99 of Labour Court, Emakulam) 

Workman ; Sri K.A. (jeorge, 

Kalaparambath House, 
Iranikulam, Kukkulisscryj 
Thrissur. 

"By Adv. Sri C. Anil Kumar 

Management : The Chairman, 

The Federal Bank Ltd., 

Head Office, Federal Towers, 

P.B. No. 103, Aluva-683101. 

By Adv. Sri Saji Varghese 

This case coming up for final hearing on 
23-10-2007, this Tribunal-cum-Labour Court on 
26-10-2007 passed the following ; 

AWARD 

This is a reference made under Section 10(l)(d) of 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The correctness of the 
action of manag|ment in treating the service of Sri K.A. 
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Georg^ as voluntarily retired w.e.f. 21-04-1993, is 
challenged by| the worker. 

^. Accojrding to the worker he had joined the service 
of thejbank a|5 bankman in 1978. He was promoted as 
typist clerk, ^uring 1992 he had applied for leave for 
joining his wife who was working in Saudi Arabia. Since 
the m^ed couple had no issues, as per the advice of the 
doctor!he wa^ cohabiting with his wife in Soudi Arabia. 
He had applidd for extension of leave. But there was no 
response from the bank. During August 1993 the 
worknkan received a letter of termination from the bank. 
He wa^ not giyen an opportunity of being heard. No charge 
sheet ivas is^ed and np enquiry was conducted. The 
termiijation i^ illegal. He has an unblemished record of 
servici. He hfad no intention to abandon his service. At 
any rale, the punishment is excessive. He is liable to be 
reinst4ted. ' 

3. The management contends that the workman had 
initial ly appM for 45 days of privilege leave which was 
sancti' >ned. But he did not avail the leave. Subsequently 
on 10 07-199p he applied for 79 days of privilege leave 
from 4-07-11992 to 30-09-1992. As per L«ave Rules he 
has to apply (^ne month ahead of leave period. Since that 
was not complied with, leave was not granted. Even after 
79 days he (pd not join duty or furnish reasons for his 
contiijued absence. He was issued with a notice dated 
05-12|l992 asking his explanation for his absence. There 
was n^ reply. |Hence on 19-03-1993 a memo was issued to 
him (pxt, Mj-10) asking him to report for duty within 
30 daVs of thje receipt of memo, filing wluch he would 
be treated as voluntarily retired on expiry of the period of 
notic4 He dip not respond. Hence the bank treated him 
as voljuntarily retired from service w.e.f 21-04-1993 by 
order ^ted 06-07-1993 and coimnunicated to the worker. 
On rej^eipt o^the order the worker applied for his retiral 
benef^s and ^'hen-sanctioned, requested the bank to adjust 
the ajnount jtowards housing loan outstanding. The 
workihan had abandoned his job with an intention to join 
his wife in Spudi Arabia and take up employment there. 
He was giveii show cause notice as well as notice to join 
duty within 30 days. The order of voluntary retirement 
was also sent ito him. There is no violation of the principles 
of iiatiural justice. 

4. In yiew of the above contentions the following 
points arise ^r consideration :— 

1. Hgd the workman remained absent 
coptinuously for 90 days or more ? 

2. Had he abandoned his job ? 

3. Td what reliefs he is entitled ? 

, The evidence consists of the oral testimony of WW1 
and documentary evidence of Exts. WI ^ W2 series on 


the side of worker and MWl and MW2 and Exts. Ml to 
M-25 on the side of management. 

5. Point No. 1: The worker had joined the serv ice 
of the bank as bankman in 1978. He was promoted as 
typist clerk in 1981. According to him in 1992 he had 
applied for long leave to join his wife who was a nurse in 
Saudi Arabia. In the claim statement it is pleaded that he 
had applied for 45 days’ leave and thereafter for extension 
of leave. But there was no information from the bank 
regarding his request for leave. Instead he received a letter 
of termination in August 1993. But it is the case of the 
management that though 45 days’ privilege leave was 
sanctioned in 1992, the worker did not avail the leave. 
After some time he applied for privilege leave for 79 days 
froml4-07-1992 in order to visit Saudi Arabia. Since 
leave application was not submitted as per Leave Rules 
sufficiently early, it was not granted. Despite that the 
worker overstayed beyond the leave period applied for 
without intimation. In the evidence the worker (WWl) 
admits that he had not availed leave of 45 days initially 
sanctioned, but later he had applied for 79 days’ privilege 
leave for the purpose of going abroad. 

6 . Ext. M-19 is the leave application dated 
10-7-1992 requesting for privilege leave for 79 days 
froml4-07-1992 to 30-09-1992. Ext. M8 is copy of a letter 
sent by the bank to the worker in Saudi Arabia addressed 
on 05-12-1992 intimating that the leave applied for was 
not granted, that he had failed to join duty even after the 
“said period, or inform the bank the reason for his 
continued absence and that he was seeking employment 
abroad. His explanation was sought as to why disciplinary 
action shall not be takea There was no reply. By Ext. M-10 
dated 19-03-1993 the worker was asked to report for duty 
within 30 days failing which to treat him as voluntarily 
retired. This was sent both in Saudi Arabia and Trichur 
addresses. There was no response. At last Ext. Ml order 
dated 05-07-1993 was issued to the worker in his Saudi 
Arabia ad Trichur addresses. The order states that he was 
treated as voluntarily retired from service w.e.f 21^4-1993. 
Thereafter for the first time the worker responded after 
he left for Saudi Arabia by Ext. M2 letter dated 
31-08-1993. He stated that the privilege leave for 79 days 
applied for was not granted by the bank, that his name 
was removed from the service of the bank w.e.f 
21-04-1993 by order dated 05-07-1993 and that he was 
requesting for encashment of privilege leave. On the same 
day Ext. M2(a) letter even dated was also sent requesting 
for sanction of ex-gralia payment of Rs. 900/-. On 
10-10-1993 by Ext. M-20 he applied for gratuity. On 
07-12-1993 by Ext. M-21 he applied for final settlement 
of provident Fund. On 7-12-1993 he sent Ext. M-3 letter 
to the bank requesting to credit gratuity and RF. amounts 
towards Housing Loan Account. Ext. M-22 is a receipt 
dated 31-01-1994 signed by the worker for having received 
P.F. amount. Ext. M-24 dated 01-09-1996 is an application 
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for final settlement of P.F. It is in the prescribe Ibfin. In 
the 1st paragraph it is mentioned that he had retired from 
service. Ext. M-25 is a receipt dated 2l-10-‘1996 
acknowledging receipt of balance amount of P.F. It is 
after 4 years from the date of removal of his name from 
the rolls ofthe bank, that he came l^} with a review petitiotl 
(Ext. M4) on 10-03-1997 requesting to reinstate him as 
he had come back permanently to India, that he did not 
succeed in getting a job in Saudi Arabia, that due to illness 
of his wife he could not return to India and that tie was 
without a job and source of income. Thus the worker 
admits that from 14-07-1992 onwards he was remaining 
absent without sanction for leave and for the period from 
01-10-1992 he had not applied for leave and that by Ext. 
Ml order dated 05-07-1993 his name was removed from 
the rolls of the bank. He does not deny receipt of Ext. M- 
10 letter from bank asking him to report for duty within 
30 d^s. Ext. M-10 was issued 8 months after he remained 
about continuously and unauthorisedly. He has no case 
that prior to 1997 he had returned to India. The worker 
thus remained absent for more than 90 d^s continuous^. 

7. Point Nos. 2 and 3 :—Ext. M-15 is coj^ of 
relevant provision of 5th Bipartite settlement. Clause 17 
deals with voluntary cessation of employment. Clause 
17(a) says that if an employee absent himself from work 
for a period of 90 or more consecutive days without 
applying for leave or extension of h ave or without any 
leave to his credit or beyond the period of leave sanctioned 
or when there is satisfactory evidence that he has taken 
up employment in India or when the management is 
reasonably satisfied that he has no intention of joining 
du^, management may at any time thereafter give a notice 
to the employee calling iqwn him to report for duty within 
30 days of the date of notice. If he fails to report for duty 
or offer an explanation for his absence, the employee will 
be deemed to have voluntarily retired from Bank’s service 

8 . The evidence discussed ‘above shows that the 
worker remained absence unauthorisedly for 8 months 
prior to the notice under Clause-17(a) of Ext. M-15 
Bipartite settlement. In Ext. M4 review petition of the 
worker submitted to the management it is stated: “I have 
tried for a job there but every attempt was failed.” Coupled 
with that he never replied to any of the letter and notice 
i.e. Exts. M-18 & M-10. Privilege leave for 79 days ^lied 
on 10-07-1992 was not granted as it was not in tune with 
leave rules. Ext. M-7 is relevant portion of 1st Bipartite 
settlement. Chapter XIII deals with Leave Rules. Clause 
13(2) says that an employee who desires to obtain leave, 
other than causal leave, shall apply iii writing not less 
than one month before the date from which leave is to 
commence except in urgent cases or unforeseen 
circumstances. The worker applied for privilege leave on 
10-07-1992 and the leave had to commence on 
14-07-1992. Since the application was not in compliance 
with Clause 13.2 referred above, leave was not granted. 


That apart even after 79 days, he did not join duly or 
informed the bank the reasons for his absence. After Ext; 
Ml order dated 05-07-1993 treating him as having 
voluntarily retired w.e.f. 21-04-1993 he applied for retiral 
benefits and received the same. These circumstances and 
evidence clearly prove that the worker remained absent 
unauthorisedly for more than 90 days continuously. He 
had tried for a job in Saudi Arabia admittedly (Ext. M4). 
That means the worker had no intention of joining duty 
in the service of the bank. As per the deeming provision, 
Clause 17(a) of Ext, M-15 Bipartite settlement, on the 
expiry of the period of notice (Ext. M-10), the management 
is free to treat him as voluntarily retired and remove his 
name from the rolls of the bai^. No further action is 
required. In view of the provision in the Bipartite 
settlement no domestic enquiry is necessary. The position 
is supported by the decision of Hon’ble Supreme Court in 
Punjab and Sind Bank Vs. Sakattar Singh 2001-1-LLJ 
174. The action of the management is legal. There is no 
violation of any provision of law or principles of natural 
justice. Points are answered according^. 

Ip the result an award is passed finding that the 
action of the management in treating Sr. K. A. (jeorge as 
having voluntarily retired from service w.e.f 21-04-1993 
is legal and justified and he is not entitled f 9 r any relief 
No cost. 

(Typed, corrected and passed by me on this the 26th 
d<ty of October, 2007). 

P.L. NORBERT, Presiding QfiScer 
APPENDIX 

Witnesses for the workman : 

WWl — 24-02-2003 Sri George. > 

Witnesses for the Management: 

MWl — 214)6-2001 Sri Syriac Jose. 

MW2 — 25-10-2004 Sri K.N. Unnikrishnan. 

Exhibits for the workman ; 

Wl — 13-03-2002 Medical Certificate. 

W2 — — Prescriptions (5 numbers), 

series 

Exhibits for the management: 

Ml — 05-07-1993 Photostat copy of the letter» 

issued by the msmx^emeaA to 
work^. 

M2 — 31-08-1993 Leter by the wmker to rile 
Management. 

M2(a) — 31 -08-1993 Letter sent by the worker to the 
Management. 
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— 07-12-1993 Photostat copy of the letter sent 
by worker to the management. 

M)4 ' —t- 10-03-1997 Review petition submitted by 
' worker to the management. 

—j- 02-09-1997 Letter issued by the 
I j management to the worker. 

( I 

—I 01-06-1998 Copy of Representation 
1 i submitted by worker before the 

; j , Assistant Labour 

; i Commissioner 

Mj — j 19-10-1996 Photostat copy of Chapter XIll 

j in the 1st Bipartite Settlement. 

M$ — i 05-12-1992 Letter issued by the 

; management to the worker 

M9 —1 — Photostat copy of Local Deliveiy 

Book of the Management. 

M-llO —i 19-03-1993 Copy of letter issued by the 

Management to the worker 

M-M —i — Photostate copy of local deliveiy 

' 1 book of management. 

M-|2 —<— Returned postal cover and 

acknowledgement, card, 

M-p — j 17-09-1984 Photostat copy of Clause XIV 
4. in the 4th Bipartite 

settlement, 

M- i4 — ^ — Photostat copy of Clause XVI in 

the 4th Bipartite settlement. 

M-|5 — i 10-04-1989 Photostat copy of Clause 17 in 
the Jth Bipartite settlement. 

M-16 — 13-07-1993 Copy of letter issued by the 
Management to the worker. 

M-17 — 06-09-1993 Copy of letter issued by the 
j management to the worker 

M-IB — 15-11-1993 Copy of letter issued by the 
management to the workman. 

\f _19 — ^— ' Application for leave submitted 

by the workman. 

M-20 — — Application for Gratuity 

submitted by the workman. 

M-21 — ^ Application for final settlement 

of Provident Fund submitted by 
workman. 

M-2i — ^ 1-01-1994 Receipt issued by the workman. 

M-23 — 11-12-1995 Letter sent by the workman to 
the Management. 


M-24 — — Application for final settlement 

of Provident Fund submitted by 
the workman. 

M-25 — 21-10-1996 Receipt issued by the workman. 
^ 26 2008 

W.31T. 626.—3?|?ilF(c+> 1947 (1947 

^i4)^tiRri7%3T5wsf, 

i-ii, -51^ % 

#51^311^-2/21 2005) ^ t, # 

26“02“2008 ^>1 Hi'd STFI 

[U P^-14012/43/2004-3TT^ 3m (#L) J 
^7^ R^?, 4"^ 3tRi^# 

New Delhi, the 26th February, 2008 

S.O. 626.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. CGIT- 
2/21 of 2005) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal-cum-Labc^r Court No. II, MunA)ai as shown in 
the Armexure, in Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Nav^ Materials Research 
Laboratory and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central GovenuneUt on 26-2-2008. 

(No. L-14012/43/2004-IR(DU)] 
SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRUL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 

PRESENT; 

A. A. Lad, Presiding Officer 

Reference No. CGIT-2/21 of 2005 

Employers in relation to the Management of Naval 
Materials Research Laboratory 

The Director, 

Naval Materials Research Laboratory, 

Shil Badlapur Road, 

P.O. Anandnagar, 

Ambemath, 

Distt. Thane-421 506 

AND 

Their Workmen, 

Shri D.G. Sonawane, 

Dr. Ambedkar Nagar, 

‘A’ Block No. 298, 

Near 10th Chawl, 

Ulhasnagar-421 004 
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Appearances: 

For the employer : Mr. V. Narayanan, 

Advocate 

For the workmen : Mrs. Shobha Ramadasan, 
Advocate 

Mumbai, dated 4th January, 2008 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by 
its Order No. L-14012/43/2004/IR(DU) dated 25-11-2004 
in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub¬ 
section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 have referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the Director of Naval 
Material Research Laboratory, An^math (Thane 
District) in terminating the services of Shri D.G. 
Sonawane, Allied Laboratory Services ‘A’ (an 
erstwhile ‘Helper’) vide order dated 13-11-2001 is 
legal, justified and proper? If not, what relief the 
woikman is entitled to and from what date and wl^at 
other directions are required?” 

2. In support of demand second party filed claim 
statement at Ex-6 making out case that he was appointed 
as Helper by first party by order dated 06-11-1998. He 
worked in Metallurgic Department of the first party. He 
was on probation when appointed and it was extended 
time and again by period of 6 months and last was 
extended by letter dated 18-5-2001. 

3. During the probation period, concerned 
workman proceeded on medical leave and sent medical 
certificates. He was onleavelfom 18-7-2001 to 17-9-2001. 
During that period notice was issued ty the first party 
mentioning that he remained absent on unauthorised leave 
from 18-7-2001 and was asked to report on duty from 
18-9-2001 and warned if failed, his services will be treated 
as terminated. 

4. On 18-9-2001, according to second party, he 
submitted medical certificate of Dr M.K. Wani who 
advised him to take rest from 18-7-2001 to 17-9-2001, 
He also produced fitness certificate of 18-9-2001. He also 
resumed on duty on 18-9-2001 and worked till 27-9-2001. 
According to second party, again he fell sick and was 
undergoing for treatment. That time Dr. M.K. Wani 
advised him to take rest. He intimated that event by letter 
dated 28-9-2001 by Under Certificate of Posting ly which 
he requested to grant leave. During that period, he 
received telegram from first party by which first party 
intimated that his services were terminated w.e.f, 
13-11-2001. 

5. According to second party, he was unable to 
report on duty from 28-9-2001 onwards. He received 


termination ordet on28-9-2001 though he informed about 
sickness. According to him, he was sick from January 
2001 to November 2001 for about 12 months. During that 
period he was suffering from continuous vomiting, chest 
pain and various other ailments. He was unable to take 
one glass of water. Even his doctor was unable to diagnose 
his ailment. However it was not considered by first party 
and it took action of termination which is against 
principles of natural justice and against the provisions of 
Industrial Disputes Act. So he pray to set it aside with 
direction to first party to take him in enq)loyment with 
full back wages and continuity of services. 

6. This demand is resisted by first party by filing 
reply Ex-7 making out case that this Tribunal has no 
jurisdiction. According to first party. Institute like first 
party is exempted from the definition of‘industry’. Since 
it is not an ‘industry’, this Court has no jurisdiction and 
for that Central Government is not ‘appropriate 
Government’. 

7. It is further stated that concerned workman was 
appointed on probation for two years. Employee on 
pr^ation can be terminated by giving one month’s notice. 
Even employer has right to terminate service during 
probatioa His probation was extended twice. His work 
was not satisfactory. He was remaining absent 
unauthorisedly and as such, decision tal^n by first party 
in terminating second party during probation on ground 
of unsatisfactory work caimot be challenged here.- It is 
further stated that concerned workman did not report and 
remained absent for 62 days without intimation. It is 
denied that he sent letter by which he intimated about his 
sickness and his ailment. It is denied that decision taken 
tty first party is not just and proper. It is denied that second 
party is entitled to reinstatement with back wages and 
contiimity of service. 

8. Second party filed rejoinder to written statement 
at Ex-9 denying the case of the management and 
contention taken by it. 

9. In view of above pleadings, issues were framed 
at Ex-10 which I answer as follows :— 

Issues Findings 

(i) Whether this Tribunal has Yes 

jurisdiction ? 

(ii) Is the termination under Yes 

challenge just and proper ? 

(iii) Is he entitled to reinstate- No 
ment and back wages ? 

# 

(iv) Is he entitled for any relief? Does not arise 

(v) What order? As per order below 
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REASONS 

Issue N 0.1 

1(X First party has made out case that it being 
eUucatio^l institute, it is not an ‘industry’. Since it is 
not an ‘industiy’, this Court has no jurisdiction. Whereas 
c ise of s^nd party is that he was appointed by first party. 
First party is functioning ^stematically. Beside these 
ontentijms, from both the sides no other case is made 
oit Ity tnem-.Even it is not pointed by advocate for first 
p irty, how this Tribunal has no jurialiction? It is matter 
0 ‘ recorq that reference was sent by Ministry of Labour 
4 Employment, Government of India. When reference 
i^ sent by Central Government, it is not challenged by 
ffrst paiy before any forum. If at all decision of sending 
reference by Central Government is not liked by it, first 
p|uly ought to have challenged it before proper forum. 
I^wevei it is notchallen^ by it. Besides it is not pointed 
oiit howifirst party is not an ‘industry’ and how it can be 
t4ken a^jay from the definition of industiy? No specific 
reasons Ore given by the first party as burden is on first 
pOrty to ^how that it is not an ‘industry’. 

11 ■ As stated above, reference is sent by Central 
G^ernnient. Said decision of sending reference by Labour 
Ministry] Central Government is not challenged by first 
pOity'. So I presume that this Tribunal has jurisdiction as 
this Court has not suo-mottu entertained the grievances 
0 jthe secjond party. This tribunal is considering grievances 
wnich ari referred by Central Government under Section 
10 of Industrial Disputes Act. So I observe this Tribunal 
has jurisdiction. 

Is^ue Not 2 

12. j Second party came out with case' that during 
his employment, i.e. from 6-11-98, he was in the 
eipployiient of first party. During the period from 
18-7-200'l to 17-9-2001 he was on medical leave since he 
w^s sufljering from gastric problems. He was under 
tr^atmen| of Dr. Wani. He intimated to first party but it 
wis not donsidered by it. Thereafter he resumed on duty 
on 18-9-1001 and worked till 27-9-2001. Again he fell 
si^k and tyent for treatment. Doctor advised him to take 
rest. So by letter dated 28-9-2001 he intimated same to 
first party. However, first party by order dated 
13-11-2001 terminated the services of second party. 
Accordirig to concerned workman, said termination is 
illegal. Whereas case of first party is that probation of 
second party is extended twice. His work was not 
satisfactory. He was remaining absent unauthorisedly. 
Since his work was not satisfactory and since his probation 
was extended twice, Management has every right to 
terminate his services. 

13. As far as absence of second party during 
probation without authorised leave between 18-7-2001 to 
17-9-200jl is concerned, is not disputed by concerned 


workman. On the contrary his case is that he was on 
medical leave between 18-7-2001 to 17-9-2001. It is his 
case that again he proceeded on medical leave from 
28-9-2001 thereafter by letter dated 13-11-2001 his 
services were terminated. 

14. It is matter of record that concerned workman 
was on probation. It is matter of record that he has no 
proof to show that he intimated his sickness and produced 
medical certificate as he allegedly forwarded to 
management by letter dated 28-9-2001. He also admits 
that he was terminated during probation as per the rules. 
When second party was terminated during probation, in 
my considered view concerned workman has no right to 
challenge such termination. Recent ruling published in 
2007 III LLJ 700 reveals that termination during probation 
since not punishment, it is not treated as retrenchment 
and for that provisions under Section 25F and G does not 
required to be followed. 

15. Here, termination is effected during probation. 
Admittedly his probation was extended twice. It is also 
admitted fact that he was terminated during probation. 
When he was terminated in probation, in my considered 
view, employee of this type has no protection and cannot 
seek any protection against the order passed by its 
employer. So according to me, termination effected on 
second party is just and proper. So I answer this issue to 
that effect. 

Issue Nos. 3 & 4 

16. Second party claimed reinstatement with back 
wages and continuity of service. However second party 
un^le to prove that he was illegally terminated. He unable 
to prove that decision taken by first party is not just and 
proper. He unable to prove that, he can sedc protection 
and can be reinstated. In the absence of all these, 1 conclude 
that second party is not entitled to any relief So I answer 
these issues in negative. 

17. In view of discussions made above, I conclude 
reference deserves to be rejected. Hence the order ; 

ORDER 

Reference is rejected. 

Dated 04-01-2008 

A. A. LAD, Presiding Officer 
^ fqcTil, 26 2008 

627.—[qqiq 1947 (1947 

^ 14) snrr 17 % 

WFR at i gJlR l ef -qiuicrf^ < II, - 51 ^ % 

^ # 311 ^ ^-2/66 2000) ^ y^hiPvid 
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New Delhi, the 26th February, 2008 

S.O. 627.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. CGIT- 
2/66 of 2000) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal-cum-Labour Court No. II, Mumbai as shown in 
the Annexure in Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation of the management of Hindustan Aeronautic 
Limited and their workmen, which vras received by the 
Central Government on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-I4012/l/2000-IR(DU)l 
SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, 
MUMBAI 

PRESENT: 

A.A. Lad, Presiding Officer 

Reference No. CGIT-2/66 of 2000 

Employers in relation to the Management of 
M/s. Hindustan Aeronautics Limited 

The Managing Director, 

Hindustan Aeronautics Ltd., 

Nasik Division, 

P.O. Ojhar Township, 

Niphad Taluka, 

Nasik Disrict (Maharashtra). 

V/s. 

Their Workmen: 

Mr. S.S. Saiyad, 

At $ P.O. Kokangaon, 

Tah: Niphad, 

Nasik-422206 (Maharashtra). 

APPEARANCES 

For the Employer : Mr. S. V. Alva, Advocate. 

For the Workmen : Mr. M.B. Anchan, Advocate. 
Mumbai, dated 31st December 2007 

AWARD PART-n 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by 
its Order No. L-14012/1/2000/IR (DU) dated 19-6-2000 
in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 have referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication ; 

“Whether the action of the management of 
M/s. Hindustan Aeronautics Limited, Nashik in 


terminating the services of Shri S.S. Saiyad, an ex- 

Driver w.e.f. 11-12-1996 is legal and justified ? 

If not, to what relief the workman concerned is 

entitled T 

2. Shri Saiyad worked as a Driver with the 
management Company to run the bus. Mde Statement of 
Claim (Exibit-5) Saiyad averred that he was employed by 
the Company as Driver w.e.f 23-3-1992 and consequently 
he was issued gate pass on 6-10-1992. Saiyad averred 
that he worked more than 240 days in each year and got 
wages Rs. 78 per day and in spite of that on the count of 
accident dated 11-12-1996 though he was not at fault, the 
first parly discontinued him from that day and therefore 
his termination being contrary to the provisions of the 
Industrial Disputes Act henpe illegal, the Company be 
directed to reinstate him in service with full back wages. 

3. Management Company resisted the claim of 
Saiyad vide Written Statement (Exibil-7) contending that 
Saiyad was not employed by the Coratpany and that 
Company has to observe the Recruitment Rules and 
Regulations therefore question of his termination by the 
Company does not arise as he was not appointed by 
following recruitment rules. It is contended that Company 
is a Government of India Undertaking and since Saiyad 
was a contract labour covered under “Contract Labour 
(Regulation & Abolition) Act” which powers are vested 
with the State Government. Under Section 10 of the said 
Act, this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain the 
reference. It is further contended that the appropriate 
Government for the management Company is the State 
Government and not the Central Government and 
therefore this Tribunal has no jurisdiction. It is averred 
that the reference is barred by the principle of resjudicata 
and also suffers from mis-joinder of parties. The company 
therefore contended since the appropriate Government is 
the State Government, the reference being non- 
maintainable,'be disposed of 

4. On the basis of above pleadings, my learned 
Predecessor framed issues at Ex-20. Thereafter, he ordered 
to treat ii^ue No. 1 as preliminary issue which he decided 
by Part-I Award on 3-9-2003 holding Tribunal has 
jurisdiction. Thereafter parties lead evidence on remaining 
issues which I answer as follows: 

Issues Findings 

(i) Whether the reference suffers No 

from mis-joinder of parties ? 

(ii) Whether reference is barred No 

by resjudicata ? 

(iii) Whether it is proved that Yes 

Shri S.S. Saiyad, continuously 
worked for 240 days in a year ? 
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Issues Findings 

Kiv) ^^^ether the action of the No 

mianagement of M/s. Hindustan 
Aeronautics Ltd., Nashik in 
j tdminating the services of 

S|ii S.S. Saiyad, an ex-Driver 
j wje.f 11-12-1996 is legal and 

I justified ? 

|(v) What relief, the workman Concerned 

; ajncemed is entitled ? workman is 

entitled for 
reinstate- 

j j ment with 

25% back 

{ wages. 

i REASONS 

IssuelNos. 2j & 3: 

|5. Thejse two issues are framed on the basis of the 
plead ngs of first party and contention taken by it in para 
1 (A, B, C, D)- However no evidence is led by first party 
on th( (se issu JS. Since burden is on the first party to prove 
how reference is bad for mis-joinder of necessary parties 
and it is not discharged properly. Besides issues of 
resjuc icata if taken by the first party and it argued in its 
writte n argur lents submitted at Ex-55 submitting that first 
party referrel the proceedings filed second party in 
Laboi ir CourNashik which was disposed of by La^ur 
Court, Nashi < without reserving right of second party to 
file proceedii ig in the appropriate court. However second 
party tias file d copy of his application which he filed in 
Nashic Court in complaint ULP Proceeding No. 39 of 
1997,1 where he prayed to permit him to withdraw the 
comp^nt fil< d in Nashik Labour Court under MRTU and 
PULP Act w ith permission to file it before appropriate 
court »ying hat Central Government is the appropriate 
gover unent dn said subject. Nashik Labour Court passed 
an ore er “Pe^tted”, As per that, Nashik Labour Court 
passed an order on Complaint ULP 39 of 1997 as 
followis. 

*‘In view of Ex-U-7 the complaint is disposed of as 
withdrawn.” 

6. So by this, Nashik Labour Court permitted 
second party to withdraw his complaint ULP 39 of 1997 
and permit itito file it in appropriate court. That means, 
right i) file proceeding of second party in proper court 
was piiotected| by Nashik Labour Court while disposing of 
complunt UlP No, 39 of 1997. So by any stretch of 
im^ii kation, |t cannot be observed that second party has 
no rig It to filb the proceeding and his reference is hit by 
princi >les of fesjudicata. So I answer these issues to that 
effect. 


Issue Nos. 4 & 5 : 

7. Second party Saiyad states that he worked for 
more than 240 days with first party and acquired his status 
as a permanent employee. Whereas case of first part>' is 
that, he is not direct employee of first party but he was a 
contract employee. He was not controlled by first part)- 
and he can not claim as employee of the first parfy. Page 
No. 17 produced with Ex.27 reveals that gate pass was 
given to second party from 6-10-1992 to 15-5-1996. So if 
we count straightaway working days of second party from 
6-10-1992 to 15-5-96, it reveals that those days are more 
than 240 days in each calendar year. Besides, by this pass 
second party worked with first party and said gate pass 
was issued by the first party's officer to work with first 
party. Besides, page 18 of Ex-27 reveals that Manager 
(Transport) orders second party to woric as a casual driver 
and report to him for further duties. Page 19 of Ex-27 
reveals that, work order was given to second party by first 
party’s transport office asking him to drive vehicle from 
factory to stadium complex. Page 20 of Ex-27 reveals that, 
second party was posted on 3rd shift. Page 21 of Ex-27 
reveals that, there was no mistake from second paily's 
side in the accident. Page 24-28 of Ex-27 reveals that 
second party worked as a Driver with first party. Page 
No. 1 of Ex-47 reveals that, third shift was given to second 
party. Page 2 of Ex-47 reveals that 2nd shift was given to 
second party and like wise page 3 to 8 of Ex-47 speaks. 
Page No. 8 of Ex. 53 reveals that salary was paid to second 
party of month of October-1997. It is pertinent to note 
that, these documents are not disputed by first party. 
Second party worked with first party from 23-3-92 upto 
his termination i.e. till 11-12-96 is also not disputed. Case 
of first party is that he worked during those days as a 
contract labour. This working second party reveals that 
he worked for more than 240 days in each calendar year 
to seek permanency and that fact is not disputed by first 
party. 

8. The case of first party is that he worked for the 
above period but worked through contractor where as case 
of second party is that contractor cannot appoint second 
party and direct to work for first party. According to second 
party, he was the direct employee of first party and first 
party was controlling his work. For that second party place 
reliance on the documents produced with Ex.-27,47. Out 
of them, some are referred above. As stated above page 
No. 6 of Ex-27 was issued by the HAL i.e. first party . 
Page 7 of Ex-27 was an order issued by Manager 
(Transport) of first party's. Page 8 of Ex-27 reveals that 
woik order given by officer of the first party. Page 9 of 
Ex-27 reveals that, shift was given to second party. Page 
24 to 27 of Ex-27 are the gate passes issued by first party 
to enable second party to enter in the premises of the first 
party. Documents produced with Ex-47 reveals that shifts 
are given to second party by the order of officer of the 
first party. Even witness examined by second party- as well 
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as by first party reveals that second party was under control 
of first party. First party's witness admits Ex-27/17 and 
also admits page 19 of Ex-27. He admits that second party 
met with an accident on 11-12-96. Second party in his 
deposition make out case that he was directly under control 
of first party. Even witness, who worked with first party 
for some times is examined at Ex-50 who admitted that 
second party worked with first party. Copy of the 
Panchanama is produced with Ex-27 dated 11-12-96 of 
statement of one Sharma recorded by Police dated 
11-12-96 which reveals that second party was not at fault 
during the alleged accident. Besides no criminal c^se 
appears to be filed against second party about alleged 
accident and in that he was convicted by competent Court. 
So all these reveal that there was no fault of second party 
in accident and it was merely an accident. 

9. All these reveals that second party worked for 
first party. Record and proceedings reveals that he was 
terminated without holding enquiry. All these reveal that 
second party was under the control of first party. Evidence 
brought on record reveals that he was monitored by the 
first party's officer and he was entirely under the control 
of first party. Besides it is case of the first party that drivers 
like second party were taken on contract basis. It is not 
the case of the first party that contractor is asked to provide 
vehicle with driver. On the contrary, case of the first party 
is that they have their own vehicle. Even Second party 
has made such statement in his reply Ex-23 where he 
states that, first party has number of vehicles and to run 
those, they , invited tenders from Contractors to supply 
drivers and accordingly drivers were taken from contractor 
to run the vehicle of first party. That means services are 
utilised of empittyee like second party to drive vehicle of 
first party. That means, first party has vehicle, but it wants 
to drive those with the help of contract employees. 
However, working of second party is entirely under the 
control of officers of first party. The documents referred 
above like work order, order.of shift reveals that just drivers 
were supplied by contractors and they were controlled by 
officers of first party. As soon as they are provided with 
drivers and they enter the gate of the first party, they losses 
their control and drivers work directly under first party. 
Even decision taken by first party in punishing second 
party is that type of action taken by the first party 
presuming that, it can convict the employee like second 
party though in project that th^ are the contract workers. 
If at all they are contract workers, then how fir^ party 
can punish or convict them ? It is not explained by first 
party. So action taken by first party itself reveals that it 
has control over activities of employee like second party 
and they were controlling and monitoring services of 
employee like second party. When it was like that how 
can it be said that, employee like second party cannot be 
called as employee of first party ? According to me, this 
control of the first party reveals that employee like second 


party are the employes of it and since they worked for 
more than 240 days definitely they acquired permanency 
and protection under Industrial Disputes Act as given for 
such empltty^s. 

10. Here, in this case no enquiry was conducted. 
No charge sheet was served. Just first party relies on the 
admission of second party and punishes him. Infact the 
fact is different. One Sharma admitted the guilt saying it 
is not guilt of the second party. Still he was punished. No 
charge sha;t was served. No opportunity was given. No 
notice was given. No retrenchment compensation was also 
given though he worked for more than 4 years 
continuously. Recent ruling came across published in 2007 
III CLS 729 Delhi High Court observed that termination 
of empoyee of this type following provision of Section 
25 F is illegal. As far as working of second party with 
first party from 1992 to 1996 is concerned, it is not 
disputed at all. The only case of first party is that, though 
he worked for above period, he worked through contractor. 
However evidence placed on record and case made out by 
both does not permit me to hold that second party worked 
through contractor for first party. On the contrary, I 
conclude that second party worked directly under control 
of first party and contractor was introduced just to invite 
second party's services and beyond that there was no scope 
to contractor in this matter. So I conclude that second 
party is emplttyee of first party and first party has not 
taken legal steps while terminating his services. So I 
answer this issue to that effect. 

Issue No. 6; 

11. In view of discussions made above, I conclude 
that action taken by first party in not permitting second 
party to report on duty is nothing but termination. Much 
is made by the first party that he was not recruited by 
following rules of recruitment. It is also stated by first 
party that no appointment order was given and no 
interview was taken. It is also case that no medical test 
was taken and first party being a public undertaking, 
carmot fill posts like that and so second party is not its 
employe. After all, all those are the mistakes of first party 
that they ought to have followed that procedure. Only 
because they have not followed that procedure, how 
workman like this can be held responsible ? 

12. It was first party's job or duty to follow the 
recruitment procedure. When they did not follow it and 
still to enjoy the services of second party for years together, 
how employe lik# second party can be held responsible 
and why first party can be exempted for it ? So definitely 
decision taken by first party in this scenario is illegal and 
I'equired to set aside with direction to first party to take 
him in the employment, 

13. No specific case is made out by second party 
about his financial condition. Nothing is pointed out how 
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he suflRtred by the action taken by first party. Even it is 


In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 


not the* case of first party that second party is gainfully 
employjed andj he is pulling his life and his family on 
sourcesj of income which he has. However it is matter of 
record iUiat hej was illegally terminated. So I am of the 
view that second party must be reinstated but with 
direction to pav 25% backwages. So I answer this issue to 
that emct. I 


10(l)(d)ofthe I.D.Act, 1947 
Reference No. 127 of 1997 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Bhalgora Area of M/s. BCCL and their workman. 


Iff. Invijew of discussions made above, I conclude 
that re^rence ^hould be allow. Hence the/order; 

ORDER 

1 

(ji) Refi^i'ence is allowed. 

(^) Firsi party is directed to reinstate Mr. Saiyad 
as Driver in its employment within three 
moiiths from the order by paying him 25% back 
wa^s from 11-12-96 till he is taken in the 

: employment. 

Date : il-12-2i007 

A. A. LAD, Presiding Officer 
I ^ fir?#, 27 2008 


APPEARANCES 

On behalf of the Workman : Shri B.N. Singh, General 

Secretary 

On behalf of the Employers : Shri D.K. \ferma. Advocate 
State : Jharkhand Industry : Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 18th February, 2008. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them under Section 
10(1 )(d) of the I.D. Act., 1947 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order 
No. L-20012,295/96-IR (Coal-I), dated the 28th October, 


■^. 311 . ^28.—srfirfim, 1947 (1947 

^ 14 ) ^ VRT jl7 % 

PiRte aibcilfw fqqtq 

II, 127/97) 

# 27“2“2008 # I 

[^. ■^-20012/295/96-aTT^ am (#-!)] 


1997. 

schedule . 

“Whether the demand of the Union for the 
regularisation of services of S/Sh. Bihari Mistr\'. 
Pramod Thakur, Jitender Mehto, Basudeo Bhuiya, 
Surender Das, Shankar Das, Basudev Ram, Narayan 
Prasad, Sudan Rai, Manoj Kumar Singh, Nandlal 
Das, Dukhen Das, San tosh Mshvwakarma, Hamid 
Ansari and Hiran Vishwakarma with the 


New Delhi, the 27th February, 2008 

SIO. 6^8.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disj)utes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Govenjment Ijereby publishes the award (Ref No. 127/ 
97) of t^ie Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labourj Courtj No. II, Dhanbad now as shown in the 
Annexire in Industrial Dispute between the employers in 
relation of thb management of M/s BCCL and their 
workmen, whith was received by the Central Government 
on 27-2-2008.: 

[No. L-20012/295/96-IR (C-I)] 
SNEH LATA JAWAS, Desk Officer 

■ANNEXURE ^ 

BBIFORD THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, 
DHANBAD 

PRESENT; 

Shri Nagendra Kumar, Presiding Officer 


managenient of M/s. BCCL is legal and justified ? 
If so, to what relief are the concerned workman 
entitled ?” 

2. The case of the concerned workmen named above 
is that they were regularly and continuously working as 
Bhalgora Area for about 3 to 4 years as Stone Cutter prior 
to raising of industrial dispute as the management has 
denied their regularisation. After raising the industrial 
dispute vide their representation dated 5-7-95 the 
management out illwill stopped the concerned workman 
from work. The management admitted during conciliation 
proceeding that the concerned workman worked as stone 
cutters through the contractor but not continuously and 
regularly. The management also accepted the fact during 
conciliation proceeding that the concerned workman were 
issued Cap Lamp by the management and their attendance 
was marked by the management. Their works were 
supervised by the management personnel. The concerned 
workmen worked in the premises of the management and 
for the management. The concerned workmen worked in 
all essentiality and virtually under the management 
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directly but they were dubbed to have been working 
through contractor with ulterior motive for their 
exploitation. As per Govt, notification issued under 
Section 10 of the Contract Labour (Regulation and 
Abolition) Act, 1970 issued vide S.O. No. 2063 dated 
21-6-1988, the job performed Stone Cutters crane under 
prohibited category provided it extends for a period of 6 
months. Thus the work of stone cutting is prohibited 
through the contractor. The concerned workmen were 
working regularly asstone cutter from the date long prior 
to raising industrial dispute. They are legally entitled for 
their regularisation on permanent roll of the management 
with all benefits. Prayer has been made to pass Award 
directing the management to regularise the conceriied 
workman with retrospective due date with all benefits. 

3 . On the other hand the case of the management 
as disclosed in the W.S. in short is that the concerned 
persons were never selected or recruited by the 
management. Question of regularisation does not arise. 
Any demand for regularisation can be made only by 
temporary, casual or probationer. The claim of the 
concerned persons is false and is arising out of ima g in a ry 
assertion based on concocted facts and not on reality. The 
sponsoring union has not furnished the number of 
concenmed persons if they were at all enqiloyed at any 
coal mine. The sponsoring union has not given From B 
Number, C.M.P,F. Number, Identity Card Number, father's 
name, permanent address, date of en^ilcyment and date 
of commencement of their service. Even the name of mines 
have not been mentioned where they were said to be 
employed by the management or by the contractor if any. 
Bhalgora Area has got several mines, several openings 
in the form of incline, pits, opencast mines and several 
coal seams. The concerned persons were neither the 
workmen of the management nra* they were the workmen 
of any contractor at any point of time. The management 
never awarded any contract on the stohe cutting job 
underground afier the issuance of notification prohibiting 
engagement of contract labour on stone cutting jobs. The 
management is engaged only in winning coal and selling 
the same as per the grade and price of coal. The 
management is not engaged in the production of stone 
and selling the same for the purpose of road building or 
for any other purpose. The stone cutting jobs are 
undertaken under special circumstances and at Bhalgora 
area no such circumstances existed for last several years 
necessitating deployment of stone cutters inside the mine. 
The claim of the sponsoring union is without any merit 
and the concerned persons are not entitled to get any relief. 

4. In the rejoinder portion it has been stated that 
the statements made in paras 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 11 are 
incorrect and denied. About the rest portions it has been 
stated that the same are the matter of records. Accordingly 
the concerned workmen are not entitled to get any relief. 


5. On behalf ofthe concerned workman a rejoinder 
to the W.S.-cum-rejoinder of the enq)loyers have been 
filed. In this reply the concerned woikm^ have made 
statement explaining the &cts stated in the W. S. and stated 
the facts on the basis of which they are entitled for relief 
as prayed for. As far I.D. Card, C.M.P.F. A/c. No., Form 
B Register is concerned the management might be aware 
of such number etc. As regards commencement of woric 
is concerned the concerned workmen started working on 
different date in July, 1991 and the management started 
removing them from service after 10 days from the first 
date fixed for conciliation. Beside this statement made in 
paras 4, 5, 6, 8, 9 have berai denied and details of other 
paras of W.S. of the management has been erqrlained and 
have prayed to reject the W.S.-cum-rejoinder of the 
management. 

6. Points to be Decided 

“Whether the demand of the Union for the 
regularisation of services of S/Sh. Bihari Mistiy, 
Promod Thakur, Jitender Mahato, Basudeo Bhuiya, 
Surender Das, Shankar Das, Basudev Ram, Narayan 
Prasad, Sudan Rai, Manoj Kumar Singh, NandLal 
Das; Dukhan Das, Santosh Vishwakarma, Hamid 
Ansari and Hiran Vishwakarma with the 
management of M/s. BCCL is legal and justified ? 
If so, to what relief are the concerned workmen 
entitled ?” 

7. Finding with Reasons 

In support of the claim of the concerned workman 
WW-1, Ru^ Mandal and WW-2 Bihari Mistiy have been 
examined. The copy of repfy submitted the man^ement 
by the management before the ALC(C), Dhanbad is 
marked as Ext.W-1. On behalf of the management one 
Ramesh Kumar Sharma has been examined as MW-1. 

8. The representative of the concraned workman 
has imbmitted that the concerned tMMkmen were woridng 
as stone cutter and were engaged/appointed by the 
management for such work. Ife has submitted that Govt 
Notification bearing No. 2063 dated 21-6-88 there is 
prohibition for stone cutting job. The said notification 
reads as follows: 

“In this context of Stone Cutters Case relevant 
circular issued under Section 10 (tf C L (R & A) 
Act 1970 publi^ed vide S.O. No. 2063 dated 
21-6-1988 is rq>roduced below: 

“S.O. 2063 dated the 21st June, 1988. In exercise 
of the Powers confeiredby sub^ectirai (T) of Section 
10 of the Contract Labour (Regulation and 
Abolition) Act, 1970 (37 of 1970) and in 
supersession of the Notification of the Govemraent 
of India in the Ministry of Labour No. S O. 488 
dated the 1st February, 1975, published in the 
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Ga^tte of India, Part-II Section 3 Sub-section (ii) 

. dat^d the 15th February, 1975 the Central 

Go^^mment after consultation with the Central 
j Bo^di hereby prohibits employment of contract 

Labpur in the work specified in the Schedule 

annexed hereto in all Coal Mines in the Country. 

! SCHEDULE 

1. jPaising or raising Cum-Selling of Coal, 
i 2. iCoal Loading and Unloading. 

3. jC*verburden removal and earth cutting. 

4. (Soft Coke Manufacturing. 

5. Driving of Stone Drifts and miscellaneous 
Stone cutting underground. 

Prodded that the notification shall not apply in the 
j folli^ving categories: 

(a) C*uarries in the North-East Coalfield which can 
only be worked for a few months every year 
due to heavy rainfall in the Area; 

(b) iquarries located by the side of the river in Pench 
tvjilley and similar other patch deposits which 
ctin only be worked, when the level of river has 
jgone down and during nbn-rainy seasons; 

(c) jloading of coal when there is mechanical 
failure, failure of power or irregular supply of 
iwagon by the railw^; and 

(d) {cutting stone drift/fault which cannot be 

I detected in advance and are of short duration 

' I 

jsaiy unto six months.” 

' It h^ been submitted that the concerned workmen 
we^e working as Stone Cutter since July 1991 and after 
sortietime when the industrial dispute was raised they were 
renkoved. fn view of the prohibition of ^he job of stone 
cutting ih accordance with the Contract Labour 
(R^gidation and Abolition) Act, 1970 the management 
coilld not I and did not engaged to get this work done 
thrjiugh thjs contractor. Such statement have been brought 
onjrecordj only to defeat the claim of the concerned 
workmen. iFfe has further submitted that in view of the 
codtinuoiis and regular working by the concerned 
workmen liri stone cutting job their services must be 
regrtlarise<)l isince the date they started to work with all 
thejbenefii vdth retrospective eSect 

9. Or the other hand Ld. Lawyer for the 
mariagemunj has vehemently submitted that the toncerned 
workmen!were never appoitment/engaged by the 
mahagemdn t in any capacity. 

10. Om behalf of the concerned workmen decisions 
rep|)rted iij/JR 1999 Supreme Court 1160 and a decision 
of t^ Hortlile Apex Court in Jaswant Sugar Mills Ltd - 


vrs-Badri Prasad reported at page 3474 [which appears 
to be reported also in 1961 (3) FLR 83] have been filed. 

11. The first thing has to be examined whether the 
concerned persons were working/engaged by the 
management. In case they were working in the colliery' of 
the management then in what capacity the concerned 
persons were working and since when. 

12. In the aforesaid context oral evidence of WW- 
1 is that he know all the concerned workmen of the 
reference. They were working as stone cutters. They 
worked from May 1991 to August 1995. The concerned 
workmen were employees of the contractor and not of the 
workmen of the management. One Habib was the 
contractor. He never saw the contractor supervising the 
work of the concerned workmen. They were permanent 
Stone cutters of the management and at the same time 
the contractor was also engaged for cutting stone. The 
concerned workmen were supplied tools and implements 
etc. for performing the duties in the underground. The 
attendance used to be recorded on the basis of slip issued 
by the manager. They were supplied Cap Lamp against 
such slips. The concerned workmen used to receive their 
wages from the office of the Company. 

13. WW-l is working as Mining Sirdar in 
Bhaggatdih Colliery. However in cross-examination he 
has stated that the work of the concerned workmen as 
workers of the contractor has been noted in the diary but 
at the sametime he has said that he caimot produce Mining 
Sirdar's diary in the Court. He did not maintain any other 
paper regarding duties of the concerned workmen as the 
stone cutters are the contractor's employee. He can produce 
slips showing supply of implements to the concerned 
workmen for performing their duties. He cannot produce 
any pay slip or any other papier showing receipt of payment 
of wages by the workmen from the office of the Colliery, 
he has got no piaper regarding the work order showing 
appointment of Habib as contractor for stone cutting job. 
He does not know the manner in^which the contractor use 
to be paid by the management. The contractor Habib used 
to pay the wages to his workers. From his further evidence 
it appears that he was entrusted with the duties to supervise 
the work of the coal cutters, shot firers, trammers, timber 
man, lines man etc. and all such typos of workers were 
the employees of the management. 

14. From the evidence of WW-l it appoars that the 
concerned workmen were working through the contractor 
who was one Habib but the witness had never seen the 
contractor supervising the work of the concerned 
workmen. From the evidence also it does not appoar that 
piayment were made to the concerned workmen by the 
management rather it appiears it was the contractor who 
was making piayment to the concerned workmen. However, 
on behalf of the concerned workmen no any document 
like [lay slip/wage slip, even the document of the contractor 
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have not been brought on record to establish the feet that 
any work order to Habib was awarded for execution of 
stone cutting job though the witness WW-1 has said about 
the maintenance of the Diary entering the performance 
of duties of the stone cutters but no such diary has been 
brought on record. 

15.. As far as evidence of WW-2 is <x>ncemed he 
has stated to depose on his behalf as well as on behalf of 
all the concerned workmen a^o are employees of Bhalgora 
Colliery and Shrmla Bahai Collieries within area of 
Bhalgora under the management. They are storre cutters 
and in this capacity they woticed from August, 1991 to 
June, 1995 regularly. TTiey work^ under order of the 
manager. They were receiving the slip which was handed 
over to the Incharge for issue of Cap Lamp and th^ were 
also asked to put attendance on the Attendance Register 
They were perforniing underground work. Th^ did not 
perform the job being emplt^ees of the contractor. Since 
they were asked not to work from June, 1995 they 
submitted petition before the ALC(C). In cross- 
e?(amination he has stated that the management did not 
issue any notice for recruitment of stone cutter. Th^ did 
not receive any letter of interview or appointment letter 
from the management. Neither th^ received the pay slip^ 
nor ID. Card. The management issued the wo A order 
for the work to be performed by them and the said work 
order is with them. Now he will not be in a position to 
produce the said work order. They used to receive wages 
from the Munshi of the Labour Contractor Shri Habib. 
Thereafter he made statement about putting attendance 
on the attendance sheet lying with the Munshi. • 

16, From the Evidence of WW-2 it appears that the 
concerned worionen were woridng under the management. 
He has said about the work order for the woilc to be 
performed by them and the said work order is with them 
but at the same it appears that the same has not been 
produced in the Court. Thus on the record there is nothing 
to show that the concerned workmen were employal/ 
engaged by the management in any capacity either as 
General Mazdoor or as Stone Cutter. Not only this even it 
has been stated regarding issuance of work order to the 
contractor but even the same has not been brought on 
record. However, the representative of the union has 
submitted that a petition w^s filed by them calling fof the 
records like Cap Lamp Issue Register, Attendance Register 
of the relevant period, slip in original and many other 
documents vide petition dt. 24-11^98 but neither these 
documems have been submitted by the management nor 
any explanation has been given by the management for 
not producing the same and hence an adverse inference 
has to be taken against the management. On the other 
hand Ld. Lawyer for the management has submitted that 
since the concerned workmen were never employees of 
the management and they did not work under the 
management there are no documents relating to the 


concerned workmen. He has further submitted that it is 
the workman who has to show that he worked continuously 
for more than 240 days as per decision reported in 2004 
Supreme Court cases (L&S) 1062 and 2006 Suprenie 
Court cases (L&S) II and no adverse inference can be 
drawn against the employer for not producing the 
document. He has further submitted that even there has 
been any contract regarding them. This does not create 
any relationship of Master and Servant between the 
contract Labour and the principal employers in accordance 
with the judgement reported in 2001 Lab I.C. 3656. 

17. In the aforesaid context it is desirable to 
examine the evidence of MW-1. He has stated the he is 
the Senior Cashier attached to Shimla Bahai Collieiy. He 
has further stated that the wages to all worl^rs are paid 
from the Cash Section, by the Cashier on production of 
pay slip. No wages are paid to the workers without pay 
slip and there is no other mode of payment of wages 
excepting through cash office on production of pay slip. 
Payment to the contractor is made from the Kfead Office. 
The concerned woikmen never worked at his crollieiy being 
the woikmen of the management. In cross-examination 
he has stated that he never saw the croncemed workmen 
to work at his collieiy. He cannot say if the Ixmcemed 
workmen worked as stone cutter at his collieiy under the 
wntractor. ^ 

18. From the evidence of MW-1 it appears that a 
worker is paid his wages on production of wage slip by 
the Cash Office. During cross-examination he has stated 
about the fact that he did not see the concerned workmen 
to work at his collieiy. So from his evidence it appears 
that the concerned workmen did not woik in Shimla Bahai 
Colliery and further no payment wds made to the 
<x)ncerned workmen. 

19. On the basis of evidence and materials available 
on the record as mentioned above it appears that the 
concerned workmen have not produced any document to 
show that they were working as stone cutter or even as 
Labour engaged by the management. Th^ have also not 
produced the person said to be the contractor. 

20. However, much argument have been placed that 
Ext. W-1 shows that during the conciliation proceeding a 
letter was written by the project Officer, Shimla Bahai 
Collieiy stating the fects that the concerned Avorionen were 
working as Stone Cutter in the <x)llieiy. It may be relevant 
to mention that neither the Project Officer has been 
produced as a witness nor any step was taken for calling 
him as a witness. This Ext. W-1 appears to have been 
written to the ALC(C) Dhanbad by the Project Officer 
and in this Ext. in para-1 it has been denied that 
Shri Bihari Mistiy and others worked (x>ntinuousIy and 
regularly as stone cufter and that they worked as contractor 
worker on the surfece as well as U.G, Misc. job. However, 
in para-4 it has been mentioned that it is also fact that the 
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alleged workers were employed through contractor in 
terrmttently tut it is not a fact that this was done with 
ulterior mouve and to exploit them. From perusal of 
Ext. jv-1 it does not specifically establish the fact that the 
concjemed workmen were working as stone cutter. In 
absehce of My other documentary evidence it is difficult 
to sav that tie concerned woilemen were working as stone 
cutt^ for the alleged period. 

• 21. w(;n from Ext. W-1 it does not appear that the 
conoerned| v^orkmen were working regularly and 
continuously under the management for the alleged period, 
rather all ii appears that the workmen were engaged 
inteiWtteniy through contractor as and required basis. 
In uje circiMstances also it appears that relationship of 
serv^t andi Master did not exist between the concerned 
worljmen oj t he management. 

; 22. pirom perusal of the decisions filed by the 
concerned workmen it appears that the facts and 
circiMstandes of the case are different and the same are 
not applicai|le in the present facts and circumstances of 
the c^e. i 


Id 


the 


■ 23. 
concerned 
fact [hat 
mandgemern 
period reuln 
entitled to g^t 
is rendered 


the above circumstances it appears that the 
\yorkmen have not been able to establish the 
y were working as stone cutter under the 
or even undef the contractor for the alleged 
fly and continuously. Hence, they are not 
any relief In the result, the following Award 


I “The (jlemand of the Union for the regularisation of 
I servic es of S/Sh. Bihari Mistry, Pramod Thakur, 
j Jitendjr Mahato, Basudeo Bhuiya, Surender Das, 
Shank ai Das, Basudev Ram, Narayan Prasad, Sudan 
Rai, Manoj Kumar Singh, Nanad Lai Das, Dukhan 
! Das, Santosh Vishwakarma, Hamid Ansari and 
’ Hiran Vishwakarma with the management of M/s. 
BCCL is not le^l and not justified. Consequently, 

I the concerned workmen are not entitled to get any 
^ relief^ 


. NAGENDRA KUMAR, Presiding Officer 
M 27 2008 

■■^.3^1 629.—1947 (1947 

^ l4) ^ 17 

166/1995 ) ^ 

[I, ^ 26-2-2008 ^ «(\ \ 
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New Delhi, the 27th February, 2008 


S.O. 629.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 166/ 
1995) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure in 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation of 
the management of Canara Bank and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
26-2-2008. 


[No. L-12012/108/1995-IR (B-II)] 
RAJINDER KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, JABALPUR 

No. CGIT/LC/R/166/95 

Shri C.M. Singh, Presiding Officer 

Shri S.V Paranjape, 

Special Assistant, 

Canara Bank, 

Badkas Chowk, 

Nagpur ... Workman/Union 


Versus 


The D.G.M., 

Canara Bank, » 

Disciplinary Action Cell, 

C.O., Bombay North, 

Bombay ... Management 


AWARD 

Passed on this 31st day of January, 2008 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
vide its Notification No. L-12012/108/95-IR (B-II) dated 
25-8-95 has referred the following dispute for adjudication 
by this tribunal ; 

‘^Whether the action of the management of Canara 
Bank, Bombay in imposing the punishment of 
‘warning’ on Sri S.V Paranjpe, Clerk/Spl. Assistant 
vide their order dated 19-7-93 and recovery of a 
sum of Rs, 5000 from him is legal and justified ? If 
not, what relief the said workman entitled to ?’’ 

2. The case of the workman/Union in brief is as 
follows. The management is a Nationalised Bank and 
Deputy General Manager, Bombay is the highest authority 
for awarding punishment and disciplinary action to the 
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members of the award staff working in the branches of 
Canara Bank in the State of Maharashtra including the 
branches in the city of Nagpur. The Reserve Bank 
Employees Federation is a registered Trade Union of the 
Bank employees. Worianan Shri S. V. Paianjape is a member 
of the affiliated Union of Reserve Bank Employees 
Federation. The service conditions of the Ba nk Employees 
are governed by the provisions of Shastri Award, Desai 
Award and settlements signed between the union and the 
management under provisions of I.D. Act, 1947 and also 
regulation name and styled as Canara Bank Service Code. 
Shri S. V. Paranjape is working as special Asstt. in Canara 
Bank. While discharging the duties at Badkas Chowk, 
Nagpur branch, he was served with a chargeheet dated 
30-11“ 1990 alleging negligence and lapses on the part 
of workman which have contributed to the missing of 
Cheque book and the fraudulent withdrawal of Rs. 30,000 
from the Savings Bank A/c No. 6912 and therein exposing 
the Bank to monetary loss. According to Bank, this 
constitute a gross misconduct as envisaged under Chapter 
XI, Regulation 3 Clause (i) of Canara Bank Service Code. 
Shri P.V Bhat who was appointed as Enquiiy Officer for 
the purpose of conducting departmental enquiiy submitted 
its findings to the Dy. General Manager, Canara Bank on 
27-1-1993 inter alia declaring all the charges having 
proved and therefore the disciplinary authority vide its 
order dated 19th July, 1993 imposed the punishment of 
warning to the workman. Suiprisingly however, subsequent 
to this, the said authority ordered recoveiy of an amount 
of Rs. 5000 from the workman Shri S. V. Paranjape and 
went ahead in deducting an amount of Rs. 5000 from the 
salary payable to the workman from the. month of June 
1995. The aforesaid action of recovery from the salary of 
the workman is arbitraiy and illegal. So also the findings 
of Enquiiy Officer on the basis of which the punishment 
awarded was ordered was based on no evidence and the 
said findings were perverse and therefore the action of 
awarding punishment upon the workman is neither legal 
nor justified. Initially for the above act on the basis of a 
preliminaiy investigation conducted, the Canara Bank 
management instituted the departmental enquiries against 
three employees of the branch namely Shri J.R. Sharma, 
Officer/Accountant, Shri R.S. Telang, the Paying cashier 
and the workman Shri S.V. Paranjape. Three separate 
chargesheets were issued. The chargesheet issued to the 
workman alleges negligence alleging that the cheque 
above referred was out of a cheque book which was 
misplaced from the custody of the workman and on the 
other ground that the workman has passed the cheque for 
payment in question. It is settled position of law that the 
onus of proving these charges beyond shadow of doubt, 
entirely lies on the prosecution. The management has 
failed to prove the aforesaid charges beyond tl^ shadow 
of doubt on the following grounds. The record of the 
enquiiy shall demonstrate that neither of tl^ complaiment 


i.e. account holders of joint account were examined during 
the course of enquiiy. Shri Telang, the payment cashier 
has admitted that payment of the cheque in question has 
been given by him. As a matter of fact, Shri Paranjape 
was authorised to pass cheque upto Rs. 15,000 only. 
Therefore there was no question of Shri Paranjape to pass 
the aforesaid cheque. It has been admitted by Shri Sharma 
during the course of enquiiy that it is he who made post 
transaction entiy in the evening hours of25-6-1990. As a 
matter of feet, posting of cheque was not a job of Shri 
Sharma, how then h^ easily made post transaction entry 
sounds his involvement in the fraud. It coidd not be proyed 
that the cheque in question was in total custody of 
woikman Shri Peiranjape and on this grounds also, tl^ 
charge falls to the ground. Thetnquiry Officer has failed 
to appreciate the aforesaid position of the facts and 
mechanically submitted its findings declaring the charge 
having proved. It is, therefore, be declared that the action 
of the management in awarding punisment of ‘tvaming’ 
to the workman and deducting Rs. 5000 from his salary 
is illegal and unjustified. It is also prayed that the 
management be directed to repay the amount of Rs. 5000 
with interest thereon. 

3. The case ofthe management inbriefis as follows. 
Workman Shri S.V. Paranjape was working as a special 
Asstt. at Badkas Chowk, Nagpur branch since July 1989. 
While he was so working, he was issued with a chargesheet 
dated 30-11-90 for his act of misconduct. The following 
lapses on his part were also observed Cheque No. 0173766 
for Rs. 30,000 was scrutinized and passed for payment by 
him while working as SB Supervisor on 25-6-1990 without 
debiting the cheque to SB Account No. 6912. While 
passing the said cheque for p£^ent, he has ^iled to verify 
the signature of the drawer with specimen signature of 
the account holder. He failed to notice that the signature 
on the disputed cheque differs from the specimen signature 
on the card lodged with the Bank. Even though his power 
to authorised cash cheques for payment were for 
Rs 15,000, he has affixed “Signature Verified” stanq) and 
passed the cash cheque for payment. The above negligence 
and lapses on the part of workman Shri Paranjape resulted 
in missing of cheque book and fraudulent withdrawal of 
Rs. 30,000 from SB Account No. 6912 thereby exposing 
the bank to monetary loss. A departmental enquiry was 
legally and properly conducted against him. The 
Disciplinary Authority agreed with the findings of Enquiiy 
Officer and taking into consideration the circmstances of 
the case imposed the punishment of ‘warning’. The 
workmen employees of the Bank are governed by the 
provisions of Canara Bank Service Code. As per Chapter 
6 Regulation 7 of Canara Bank Service Code, eveiy 
employee is liable to make good and loss or damage 
sustained by the bank in consequence of ai^ negligence 
on his part while perfoming his duties. Therefore as per 
provisions of Canara Bank Service Code and as per Service 




1286 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MARCH 22, 2008/CHAITRA 2, 1930 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


Agree^nent e^iecuted hy the employee at the time of joining 
the B4nk, he Was called upon to reimburse the amount of 
R$. 5000 beipg the money of financial loss caused to the 
Bank. I The ajh gallon that the workman was punished 
twice jfor thejsiune set of allegations is totally false and 
hencei denie^. The regular departmental action was 
initialed against workmen by issuing him the said 
charg^sheet fbr his acts of negligence in the matter which 
is a dross ifisconduct as envisaged in Chapter XI 
Regulation 3 jClause (i) of the Canara Bank Service Code 
and after regifijo and proper enquiry, he was found guilty 
and i^poseq ivith the punishment of ‘warning’. The 
rmdinjg of th^ linquiry OfiTicer is legal and justified and 
does 4ot reqiire any interference. The workman is not 
cntitl^ for tlje relief claiifled. 

a. In th(; midst of proceedings, the workman 
absen^ him ^If and therefore notices for his appearance 
were Issued jnce by Regd. AD post and again under 
Certif^te of; Ksting. Inspite of sufiicient service of notice, 
no booy put ir appearance on ehalf of workman. Therefore 
vide c^der diited 24-1-08, the case proceeded ex parte 
against the v^’crkman and date 25-1-08 was fixed for 
adducing ex barte evidence the management. But on 
this date, no^dy responded for the parties. Under the 
above mcts aid circumstances, this tribunal was left with 
no optjion, but lo close the reference for award and thus 
the order dated 25-1-08 was passed closing the reference 
for awprd. 

$. Singe none of the parties have adduced any 
evideiice in Support of their respective contentions 
theref<^re the Reference deserves to be decided in favour of 
the m4nagem|eut and against the workman without any 
orderslas to cbsts. 

In vije^v of the above, the reference is decided in 
favouij of thq management and against the workman 
withot|t any cjrcters as to costs holding that the action of 
the m^nagemlent of Canara Bank, Bombay in imposing 
the pikishm^nt of “warning” on Shri S.V. Paranjape, 
Clerk/^pl. Assistant vide their order dated 19-7-93 and 
recovery of a sum of Rs. 5000 from him is legal and 
justified and qoiisequently the workman is not entitled to 
any rejief 

7. Let the copies of the award be sent to the 
Government of India, Minstry of Labour & Eir^jloyment 
as per hiles. 

C.M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 
27 2008 

IFT. 3^T. b^lO.—1947 (1947 
^ 14); ^ 17 % "iNi % 

-3th 3t^«f 


4 . 2, ^ 64/2005) ^ 

^ 26-02-2008 miki 

l^tT «ni 

[h. R^-12012/34/2005-317^ ^TK {4t-ll)] 

New Delhi, the 27th Fdjruary, 2008 

S.O. 630,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 64/ 
2005) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court No. 2, New Delhi as shown in the Annexure 
in Industrial Dispute between the management of Vijaya 
Bank and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-12012/34/2005-IR (B-II)] 
RAJINDER KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESmiNG OFFICER CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT-n, NEW DELHI 

R.N. Rai, Presiding Officer 

LD. No. 64/2005 

In the matter of: 

Shri Mukesh Kumar, 

S/o Sh. Charnel Singh, 

C/o Sh. Rakesh Kumar, 

R/O. H. No 2/2378, 

Food Corporation of India Office Lane, 

Gill Colony, Church Road, 

Saharanpur-247 001 — Claimant 

Versus 

The Assistant General Manager, 

\fijaya Bank, 

Regional Office, 1st Floor, 

B booth Nath Mandir, 

Nirala Nagar, 

Lucknow (U.P.) —Respondents 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-12012/ 
34/2005 ER(B-II) Central Government dt. 13-07-2005 has 
referred the following point for adjudication;— 

The point runs as hereunder : 

“Whether the workman Shri Mukesh Kumar S/o 
Shri Charnel Singh was in continuous employment 
in Vijaya Bank Chilkhana Road, Saharanpur Branch 
as Peon during July, 1998 to Nov. 2002? If so, 
whether his termination/disengagement from the 
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service of the bank w.e.f 01-12-2002 is legal and 
justifled and, to what relief the concerned workman 
is entitled to ?” 

The workman applicant has filed claim statement. 
In the claim statement it has been stated that the applicant 
is a workman and opposite party is an employer as defined 
under the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 

That the workman is in the panel of \^jaya Bank, 
Chilkhana Road, Saharanpur Branch for the post of Peon 
since 1998, which is a breach of the opposite party/ 
employer and worked in the bank continuously from 
50-07-1998 to 30-11-2002. But on 01-12-2002 workman’s 
service was illegally terminated by the Bank Manager, to 
take on job person of his choice Sh. Raj Kumar. It was 
done without issue of show cause notice, domestic inquiry, 
affording an opportunity to workman and without payment 
of retrenchment compensation which is in violation of 
Section 25F of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 and the 
natural justice. 

That besides, the Bank Manager to fill up the 
permanentpostof Peon vide letter dated21-08*2001 asked 
the En^loyment Officer, Saharanpur to forward list of 
eligible candidates, who through letter No. 1576 dated 
29-08-2001 sent a list of candidates, which included the 
name of workman. After due process of selection workman 
was a(^inted on the post of Peon w.e.f 15-09-2001 and 
worked continuously upto 30-11-2002, then only the 
services of workman was illegally terminated by the Bank 
Manager. The workman worked for more than 240 days 
in the preceding 12 months, wiiich is sufficient for his 
reinstatement in service of the Bank, 

That the workman worked throughout ofhis service 
from 8.00 AM to 8.00 PM everyday including the Sund^ 
and the Ifolidays but he was just paid monthly at the rate 
of Rs. 40 per day much below the minimum rates of wages 
in violation of the Minimum Wages Act, 1948. He was 
also not paid the overtime wages. Since the workman is 
sincere and dedicated, he has been exploited by the 
employer, which is unfair labour practice as defined under 
the Act. The workman feel harassed and humiliated. 

That on 01-12-2002 the workman requested the 
Bank Manager not to remove him from service as he is a 
very poor person and has large family to support and has 
no alternative employment. But the Bank Manager was 
not ready to hear. The workman made several rounds of 
the employer at Lucknow to get the job, though the 
employer assured for the job but it mere remained as 
assurance. On the service the advise of employer the 
workman sent representation dated 23-05-2003 and the 
reminder on 13-06-2003 and ran from pillar to the post 
for justice. When all efforts foiled the workman sent a 
legal notice dated 05-04-2004 to the employer for 
reinstatement in service, but it also foiled. 


That on legal advice the workman submitted an 
application dated 18-05-2004 under Section 2 A of the ID 
Act, 1947 before the Conciliation Officer and Asstt. 
Labour Contmissioner (C), Dehradun requesting for 
reinstatement in service through the conciliation 
proceedings. But during the conciliation due to the 
negative attitude of the employer, the conciliation failed 
and a failure report was sent to the Central Government. 
Now the case is before the Presiding Officer for the 
adjudication. 

That during the employment the workman was 
issued experience certificates by the Bank and his service 
was appreciated as he worked accordingly to the orders 
of the Bank Manager. In the duty register there is record 
of his service where he also made eiftries with his own 
handwriting, which employer is liable’to produce. 

That since the day of illegal termination of service 
workman is unemployed. 

That in the interest of justice the workman is entitled 
for reinstatement in service of the Vijaya Bank on his 
original post of a Peon with fiill back wages, benefits^nd 
continuity of service. 

The management has filed written statement. In the 
written statement it has been stated that the workman was 
engaged as a Peon at Saharanpur Branch of the opposite 
party bank and his services were terminated on 
01-12-2002. The said branch is situated in the State of 
U.P. this Hon’ble Tribunal is not having jurisdiction over 
the State of Uttar Pradesh. The Hon’ble High Court of 
Patna in R.K Jha and K.T.V. Prasad vs. H,D. Thanpe & 
Others reported in 1997 1LLJ 219hasheldthatthesitues 
of employment of the workman determines the territorial 
jurisc^on of such employment. The jurisdiction issue 
may be decided as a prelimin^ issue. 

That the workman who was engaged, temporarily 
on account of temporaiy increase in work or a vacant post 
without following the recnjitment rules/procedure would 
not have a right to be appointed permanently for the post. 
If the contention of the petitioner is accepted, the rules 
would become dtiose and nugatory and the person having 
authority can favour any person without following any 
procedure or rules which would only lead to arbitrariness. 
If an ad hoc Employee is made permanent by the orders 
of the Court merely on the ground that he has worked in 
the post for sometime, the entire rules could be easily bye- 
passed by the persons having authority to make 
appointofient on ad hoc basis. If the employer is directed 
to consider the petitioner as permanent employee, the 
result would be that the workman who was not selected 
under the rules would get benefit of being appointed to 
the post without due qualification or without focing any 
competition from the other eligible candidates. 
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The B^ich Managei; Saharanpur Branch placed 
an indent wi jh the local employment exchange making a 
reque^ to prp\ide list of candidates to be considered for 
enga^ng a Ijemporaiy peons at the said branch as and 
wheq the necessity arise. The Employment Officer, 
Emplbyment Exchange, Saharanpur in response to the 
letter given by the Branch Manager furnished the list of 
20 cajididate 5 to be considered for engaging as temporary 
peonl The I nmch has not prepared any panel. However, 
Sh. Mukesh klumar was engaged as a temporary peon 
ittentl^ for 20 days during October, 2001, 14 days 
Nove nber, 2001,19 days during December, 2001, 
s durii ig January, 2002,1 day during February, 2002 
or 5 da3's during March, 2002. His temporary 
engatement ;:ame to an end on 22-03-2002. The averment 
made by the workihan to the effect that he is in the panel 
of Mjaya Ba [il: at‘Saharanpur for the post of a peon since 
lOOslto 30-11 -2002 and with effect from 01-12-2002 his 
servi^ has 1>een illegally terminated is false and hence 
deni^. He \ ^as not engaged for a period of 240 days in a 
period of 12 months preceding the date from which the 
calculation I tas to be made and therefore the issuance of 
any notice is not required and there is no violation of 
Sectipn 25F of the ID Act, 1947 as alleged by' him. 

th<; averments made by Sh. Mukesh Kumar 
(Inly appointed and worked in the bank from 
)ri permanent post of peon and his duty hours 
AM to 8.00 PM everyday including Sundays 
is false and hence denied. The Branch 
not the competent authority to appoint 
|^)ns in the bank. In case the averment made 
an that he was appointed as a permanent 
he could have very well produced the 
letter if any issued by the bank. He has 
the rejoinder dated 24-08-2004 that he was 
p;r day. Therefore, his engagement was on 
sis. 


That 
that ie was 
15-oi-200l 
was from 8. 
and Holidays 
Manager is| 
lent 
wor] 
is 

Intmenjt 
ted in 
paidjRs. 40 
daily! wage lia 


.do 


km 


true 


! The opposite party had never made any promise or 
assuibnce to S hri Mukesh Kumar that he will be reinstated 
in the service of the Bank. The averments made contrary 
to this are denied. Shri Mukesh Kumar was last engaged 
as a 4empoi[aiy peon on 22-03-2002. The opposite party 
has hot received any representation as alleged by Mukesh 
Kumjar. Th^ opposite party had never given any advice 
to th| workihan to send a representation dated 23-05-2003 
and h reminder dated 13-06-2006. The applicant got a 
legal notice jdjited 05-04-2004 whicTi was received by the 
Branjch on |0-04-2004. The Branch Manager, M.L. & 
J.N.|l. College, Saharanpur sent a detailed reply on 
05-0^-2004|mentioning the true facts. 

The Bjranch Manager in his letter dated 05-05-2004 
addressed td Shri Mukesh Kumar has clearly stated that 
he whs neve| tieen appointed to work on regular permanent 
basis and h^ liad never worked continuously at all from 


30-07-1998 to 30-11-2002. It is further mentioned in the 
letter that he had worked at M.L. & J.N.K. Girls College 
Branch, Saharanpur without any appointment on a day to 
day casual daily rate basis paid from General Charged 
Head during the period .from 01-10-2001 to 02-03-2002 
at times and not regularly. The first part has enclosed 
copies of two certificates stated to have been issued by the 
Branch Manager. The genuineness of the certificate has 
to be proved by the workman.. Had he been in possession 
of the said certificates, he would have produced them 
along with the rejoinder filed before the conciliation 
officer. Assuming for argument sake without admitting 
that the said certificates are genuine the same will not 
strengthen the case of the workman. 

The certificate dated 02-11-1999 only shows that 
he had worked for 74 days at the branch as a temporary 
peon during 1999-2000 i.e. fromlO-07-1999 to 
07-08-1999, 14-08-1999 to 11-09-1999 and from 

22- 09-1999 to 07-10-1999. The second certificate dated 

23- 03-2001 shows that he was engaged for 150 days in 
the year 1998 to 1999 and 1999-2000. There is no evidence 
to show that he was engaged for more than 240 days 
within a period of 12 Calender months preceding the date 
in respect of which the calculation has to be made. The 
High Court of Punjab and Haryana in Karnal Central 
Co-operative Bank Limited Vs. Presiding Officer, 
Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Rohtak and Others 
reported in 1994 II LLJ 1005 has held the employee not 
served for 240 days is not entitled to any relief under the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

There is no register by name “Duty Register ’ 
maintained at the branches/offices. According to 
Shri Mukesh Kumar he was engaged as a peon at 
Saharanpur Branch. Making entries in the registers/ 
ledgers is not part of the work to be dischaiged by a peon. 
Therefore, the averment made in this paragraph is only 
an after-though and to suit the convenience of the 
workman. 

The workman applicant has filed rejoinder. In the 
rejoinder he has reiterated the averments of his claim 
statement and has denied the averments of the written 
statement. The management has also denied the averments 
of the claim statement. 

Evidence of both the parlies has been taken. 

Heard argument from both the sides and perused 
the papers on the record. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
he was in the panel of Vjaya Bank, Chilkhana Road. 
Saharanpur Branch for the post of Peon since 1998 and 
he worked in the bank continuously from 30-07-1998 to 
30-11-2002, the bank illegally terminated his serv ices on 
01-12-2002 and took on job another person of his choice 
Sh. Raj Kumar. No show cause notice was given to him. 
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No retrenchment compensation ivas paid to him. The 
management has acted in violation of postulates of 
Section 25F of the ID Act 1947. 

It was submitted from the »de of the bank that the 
workman was engaged temporarily on account of 
temporary increase in work or a vacant post. He was 
engaged as temporary Peon intermittently for 20 days 
during 2000, 14 days during November, 2001 and 19. 
days during December, 2001, 10 days During January, 
2002, 1 day during February, 2002 and 5 days during 
March, 2002. His temporary engagement came to an end 
on 22-03-2002. He was not engaged for a period of 240 
d^s in a period of 12 months preceding the date of his 
termination or in one year, so provisions of Section 25F 
of the ID Act, 1947 are not attracted. 

The workman has filed experience certificate dated 
02-11-1999, B-45 it has been mentioned in the certificate 
that the workman has worked for 74 days from 
10-07-1999 to 07-06-1999, 14-08-1999 to 11-09-1999 
and from 22-09-1999 to 07-10-1999. The workman has 
filed B-46, photocopy of certificate issued by the 
management, it is dated 23-03-20.00, it has been 
mentioned that the workman has woriced for L50 days in 
the year 1998, 1999 and 2000. 

Thus, from the certificate filed the workman it 
becomes quite obvious that from 1998 to 2000 he has 
worked only for 150 days. He has not copipleted 240 
days either in 1998 or 1999 or in 2000. The workman 
caiinot make any averment against the experience 
certificate filed by him and issued the bank. 

The workman has filed self serving affidavit and 
he has taken the case that he has worked continuously 
from 1998 to 2002 and he has served the bank for 4 years 
and 4 months. This averment is belied by the experience 
certificate issued to the workman the maimgementand 
filed 1^ the workman himself. He has worked for only 
150 days in between 1998 to 2000. 

The workman has filed B-47 to B-78, documents 
regarding delivery of letters from 12-09-2001 to 
27-09-2002. These photocopy documents do not bear his 
signature. It cannot be said that he has lumself received 
these letters and delivered these letters. The photocopies 
do not contain the signature of the workman at any place. 
These documeittsdo not establish that the workman has 
delivered these letters from 12-09-2001 to 27-09-2002. 
The bank has issued him certificate regarding his working 
da 3 's. Ife could have obtained certificate again in case he 
has worked from 12-09-2001 to 27-09-2002. 

An application has been filed for summoning the 
documents. Objection has been filed by the management. 
The workman has filed experience certificate and 
documents regarding delivery of letters. It has been 
mentioned in his demand notice that a peon from Aligarh 


was transferred and he was asked to work in JB Jain 
College Bank. He worked there for two months and a^n 
another peon from the Main Branch was transferred. The 
Bank assured him to get him absorbed. These facts have 
been mentioned in his demand notice. Tlus indicates that 
the workman performed duties against vacant post. 

The workman has filed false affidavit that he has 
worked for 4 years and 4 months. It is quite apparent 
from the experience certificate filed by him that he has 
worked for 150 days from 1998 to 2000. He has not filed 
any relevant document regarding his working in the year 
2001 and 2002 except his affidavit. He has filed only 
record of delivery of letters which do not bear his signature 
and it cannot be said that he delivered the daks lumself. 
No documents are required to be summoned in view of 
his false affidavit regarding his working in between 1998 
to 2000. The workman has not worked for 240 d^s in 
any years. Provisions of Section 25F of the ID Act, 1947 
are not attracted. He is not entitled to get any relief as 
pr^ed for. 

The reference is replied thus : 

The workman Shri Mukesh Kumar S/o Shri Charnel 
Singh was not in continuous employment in Vijaya Bank, 
ChilkhanaRoad, Saharanpur Branch as Peon during July, 
1998 to Nov, 2002. His termination/disengagement from 
the service of the bank w.e.f 01-12-2002 is legal and 
justified. The workman applicant is not entitled to get 
any relief as prayed for. 

The award is given accordingly. 

Date: 22-02-2008 

R.N, RAI, Presiding Officer 
M 27 2008 

afrfirfwT, 1947 (1947 

^ 14) Mil MRi 17 % afTjMTM ^ afrrj 

9R 163/2000) ^ 

HorJiHrm Mil 26-02-2008 Mlt TTIMT 

[ri. 1^^-12011/130/2000-31?^ 3TR (^-II)] 

New Delhi, the 27th February, 2008 

S.O. 631.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14. of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 163/ 
2000) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court® Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure in 
Industrial Dispute between the management of Bank of 


885 GI/08—15 
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Indfa and I their workmen, which was received by the 
Ceijitral Gt^vemment on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-12011/I30/2000-IR (B-II)] 
i RAJINDER KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

< BEFQFLE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
i INDljsTRIAL TRTOUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, JABALPUR 

* No. CGIT/LC/R/163/00 

i 

ShriiC .M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 
Th^ Secreiaty, 

Balik of India En^Ioyees Union, 

Bank of India, Napier town. 

Near Rus*l Chowk, 

Jabalpur ; ...Workman/Union 

; I Versus 


Regional Manager, 

Bahk of India, Regional Office, 
Govind Kpnj Colony, 

Naipier Tojwn, 

Near Rus^l Chowk, 

Japalpur ^ 

AWARD 


...Management 


Passed on this 1st day of F^ruary 2008 

1. the Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
vkje its Notification No. L-120II/I30/2000-IR(B-II) dated 
131-9 -20c|o has referred the following dispute fof 
adjudicatijon by this tribunal:— 

“Whether the action of the Regional Manager, Bank 
of I^d ia, Jabalpur Region in di^issing the services 
of Shii Rajesh Kumar Shrivastava, Staff Cierk w.e.f. 
17-05 -1996 is legal and justified? If not, what relief 
' the jconcemed workman is entitled to?’^ 

2. ^de order dated 3-1-06 passed on the order sheet 
of; this reference proceeding, the reference proceeded 
exi parte ^gainst the workmart/Union. 

I 

' 3. hJ*) statement of claim has been filed on behalf 

of workmian/Union. 


4. the case of the management in brief is as follows. 
Applicaitt Shri Rajesh Kumar Shrivastava is not a 
wi^rkmani as defined under Sec. 2(5) of the I D. Act 1947 
as he has be come an Officer of the Bank. Provisions of ID 
A(^ are, the refore, not applicable to him. Hence the present 
or ler of reference becomes infhictuous. That the reference 
m ide by |the Central (Jovemment has assumed that the 
workman! lias been dismissed from service whereas the 
W( irkmarj is in the service of the management Bank. That 
nd Industrial Dispute exists between ffie workman and 


the management since the wTirkhian has not yet filed his 
statement of claim in spite of giving him enough time by 
the tribunal. Applicant Shri Rajesh Kumar Shrivasta\a 
(hereinafter referred as workman) was issued a 
chaigesheet dated 10-9-94 framing the charges that while 
functioning as a staff clerk at Bank’s Madan Mahal 
Branch, Jabalpur on 18-2-1990, he had allegedly made 
payment of Rs. 39,600 on different dates in an inoperative 
SB Account of Smt. Rajni Khattar, without insisting for 
production of Pass Book. The withdrawal slips used for 
withdrawal were forged. Subsequently, he removed the 
concerned withdrawal slips. He also removed specimen 
signature ca^d^ill form pertaining to the said Savings 
Bank Account in order to destroy the evidence appearing 
against him. He also tampered with the old ledger No. 
36, Folio No. 249 containing all the respective debit 
entries by tearing off the portion containing the said debit 
entries. That the workman was placed under suspension 
for the above mentioned misccmduct on 13-7-94 which 
was revoked on 13-11-96 after departmental enquiry was 
concluded. The Enquiry Officer submitted his Enquiry 
Report and held that the charges were not proved. The 
entile documents in coimecticm with the enquiry' have 
been placed before the Competent Authority who disagreed 
with the findings given by the Enquiry Officer. The 
Competent Authority came to the conclusion that the 
charges have been proved in the enquiry hence the 
competent authority has given his findings vide 
showcause punishment notice dated 12-8-96. 
Accordingly, the Disciplinary Authority (Competent 
Authority) substituted the findings on the basis of material 
Oft record of the case and issued show cause punishment 
notice dated 12-8-96 to impose the punishment of stoppage 
of one increment for a period of two years in the time 
scale. That on 17-9-96, the Disciplinary Authority issued 
punishment order thereby confirming the proposed 
punishment of stoppage of one increment for a period of 
two years in the time scale. The workman aggrieved by 
the Punishment Order preferred an appeal before the 
Appellate Authority. The Appellate Authority after 
examining the appeal of the workman issued Appellate 
order dated 10-9-97 thereby rejecting the appeal of the 
workman and the punishment imposed by he Disciplinary 
Authority was upheld in the said order. The workman 
was imposed punishment of stoppage of one future 
increment for a period of two years in the time scale after 
holding a departmental enquiry during the course of which 
the workman was given reasonable opportunity to defend 
his case. The action of the martagement in imposing the 
punishment of stoppage of one fiiture increment for a 
period of two years is just and proper and does not call for 
any interference. 

5. As the case proceeded ex parte against the 
workmanAJnion, There is no evidence on behalf of 
workmanAJnion on record. 
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6. The management in order to prove their case 
filed afifidavit of their witness Shri Vijay Gupta, then 
working as Sr Manager, Admin, and poM at Jabalpur. 

7. Ihaveheaid ShriA.K.Slm^, Advocate learned 
counsel for the management. I have very careflilly gone 
through the evidence on record. 

8. The case of the management is fiilly established 
and proved from the uncontroverted and unchallenged 
affidavit of their witness Shri Mjay Gupta. Therefore the 
reference deserves to be answered in favour of the 
management and against the workmanAJnion. 

9. In view of the above, the reference is decided in 
favour of the management and against the workman 
without any orders as to costs holding that the action of 
the Regional Manager, Bank of India, Jabalpui^ Region in 
impeding puhishm^t of stoppage of one fohue increment 
for a period oftwo years on the woikman is just and proper 
and on the basis of the uncontroverted and unchallenged 
oral evidence of management's witness Shri \^jay Gupta, 
it is also decided that the Regional Manager, Bank of India, 
Jabalpur R^ion did not dismiss the services of Shri Rajesh 
Kumar Shrivastava, Clerk w.e.f 17-9-96. It is also hereby 
held that by order dated 17-9-96, the Disciplinary 
Authority issued punishment onier to the workman of 
with-holding his one future increment for a period of 2 
years. Consequently the workman is not entitled to any 
relief whatsoever. 

10. Let the copies of the award be sent to the 
Government of India, Ministry df Labour & Employment 
as per rules. 

C.M. SING^ Presiding Officer 
M 27 2008 

3ir. 632.—1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ tim 17 % 

Riqiq efifilPw 

2, M (^M 

41/99) ^ ■aft ^TrTTR ^ 

26-02-2008 ^ «n I 

E^. ^^-12012/130/98-3??^ 3?R (^-II)] 

New Delhi, the 27th February, 2008 

S.O. 632.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Aa, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government her^ publishes the award (Ref. No. 41/99) 
of the Central Govermnent Industrial Tribupal-cum- 
Labour Court No. 2, New Delhi as shown in the 
Annexure in Industrial Dispute between the managemenjt 
of Central Bank Of India and Uieir workmen, which was 


received by the Central Government on 26-2-2008. 

[No. L-12012/130/1998-IR (B-II)] 
RAJINDER KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LADOUR COURT-n, NEW DELHI 

LD. No. 41/1999 

Shri R.N. Rai, Presiding Officer 

In the matter of: 

Shri Nanak Chand, 

E-157, New Raryit Nagar, 

New Delhi-110008 —Claimant 

J^rsus 

The Regional Manager, 

Central Bank of India, 

Regional Office-A, 

IMA House, IP Marg, 

New Delhi-IKXX)! —^Respondent 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour its letter No. L-12012/ 
130/98 IR(B-U) Central Government dt. 27-01-1999 has 
referred the following point for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder: 

“Whether the action of the management of CBI in 
dismissing Sh. Nanak Chand, Peon from service 
from 26-08-1993 is just, fair and legal? If not, what 
relief the concerned workman is entitled to andfrmn 
what date ?” 

Ex-parte award in this case was given On 
08-1 2-2004 but it has been set aside by the Hon’ble Delhi 
High Court with a direction to give fresh award. 

The claimant has filed statement of claim. In the 
claim it has been stated that the worknian was initially 
appointed as a temporary part time Safai Karamchari in 
Central Bank of In^ on lump sum wages of Rs; 100 per 
moitth. That subsequently in terms of a s^ement reached 
between the management of the (Central Bank of India 
and their workmen represented by Central Bank Staff 
Union (Delhi) for regularization of services of ter^rary 
part time Safai Karamchari as permanent part time Safai 
Karamcharis, the services of the workman were 
regularized as a permanent Safai KaiaiiKhari on one ttiinl 
of the scale of i^^ges of a member of sifoordinate staff at 
Bank’s Ram Tirath Nagar, New Delhi Branch w.e.f 
20-01-1984 vide ai^inrinodt letter dated 16^2-1984. 

That at the time of being issued the appointment 
letter dated 16-02-1984 the workman was required to 
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submit an j application on the bank’s prescribed form 
together With documentary proof of his educational 
quaftificatiins. Accordingly the workman had submitted 
thelrequir^ application on the prescribed form dated 
24-b2-1984. 

i That] at the time of his pennanent appointment as a 
paijt lime Safai Karamchari w.e.f. 20-01-1984 the 
edijcation^ qualification of the workman was 5th class 
pas^ in sui))X)rt of which he had submitted his school 
leaving ceftficale dated 29-07-1981 from Baba Saheb 
Antbedkaii Madhyamik Vidyalaya, New Delhi which he 
w <4 studyih^: in 6 th class at the time he left the said school. 

Thaj as the date of birth of the workman was 
wr(j>ngiy etniered in the school records as 06-01-1967 
insiead of pe actual date of his birth i.e. 19-10-1963, he 
haq submijlK^ his horoscope in support of his actual date 
of liirth to jthe bank, which was accepted by the bank and 
accjording^, the date of birth of the woricman was entered 
as jl9-10-1963 in his service record on the basis of his 
hoiioscopel 

i That after the workman had worked for a few years 
as ^ pennanent part time Safai Karamchari on one third 
of ihe scafe of wages he was brought on one half of the 
sca^e wagfs of a member of subordinate staff as per his 
seifiorityj among the permanent part time Safai 
Kaj^amcha^ drawing one third of thescale wages in Delhi. 

Thaf on coming to know in September 1990 that 
the! bank 4as going to make appointments in the post of 
lull time PPG ns from amongst the existing permanent part 
lin|e Saf^i Karamchari who were eligible for such 
ap^intm^n t, the workman also submitted an application 
fori such ab|X)intment and on being found successful in 
thej interview held by the bank on 10-12-1990, he was 
ap^inted as a full time on probation for six months by a 
lewr datep 07-01-1991 issued by the Zonal Office of the 
ba^, Net^ Delhi. 

That when after his appointment as a full time Peon 
w. 4 .f 21 - 91 -1991 the workman was working at Lajpat 
Najgar, Delhi Branch of the bank, he was given a 
mejmo dated 15-10-1991 issued by Bank’s Regional 
M^ger, Regional Office-A, New Delhi alleging therein 
thqt the w|)rkman had submitted a false/forged certificate 
in |x)nnecjicin with his services in the bank. 

Thajt on receipt of the above memo dated 
15flO-19S|l the worionan requested the bank to furnish 
to him a photostat copy of the alleged false/forged school 
leaving ce^ficate which was re^r^ to in the said memo, 
but the nkiagement declined the above request of the 
w(irkman|b]i' a letter dated 13-11-1991 stating the original 
of the sai^ school leaving certificate must be with himself. 


That without anything more happening after the 
bank’s above letter dated 13-11-1991 the bank served on 
the workman a chargesheet dated 10-09-1992 
simultaneously instituting a departmental inquiry against 
him by an order in the said chargesheet itself and without 
giving him opportunity of submitting his explanation as 
to the charge framed against him in the said chargesheet. 

that the departmental inquiry which was 
commenced by the inquiry officer on 18-01-1992 was 
concluded on 30-01-1993 followed by submission of their 
respective written arguments of the parties to the inquiry 
officer. 

That the chargesheeting disciplinary authority who 
initiated disciplinary action against the workman vide 
chargesheet dated 10-09-1992 did not comply with the 
legal requirements of clause 19.1 of the BPS dated 
19-10-1996 inasmuch as that he institiUed inquiry against 
the workman by an order in the chargesheet itself without 
giving to the workman any opportunity of giving his 
explanation to the charge framed against the workman 
by him. 

That the management has not held inquiry under 
the provisions of the BPS and the workman has not been 
given sufficient opportunity to defend his case. The 
disciplinary action was initiated without considering 
explanation of the workman. The authority issuing 
chargesheet was not competent. 

That the Appellate Authority also did not apply his 
mind and confirmed the order of the Disciplinary 
Authority mechanically. 

That during the course of personal hearing given to 
the workman on 17-08-1993 td show cause against the 
orders of proposed punishment, the workman, while 
pleading that he was iimocent and had not committed the 
alleged misconduct of which he has been charged, had 
ftuther pleaded that in the case of 8 workmen cited by 
him who had been proceeded against on ground of similar 
Charges as framed against him, the concerned employees 
had either been reverted to the post of peon from which 
they had been promoted to clerical cadre on the basis 
forged certificates of their educational qualifications or 
had been let off with minor punishment of stoppage of 
few increments and so, the punishment of dismissal 
proposed in his case was unjustified, but the disciplinary 
authority, save and except referring to the above plea of 
the workman, did not take any notice thereof while 
passing the final order dated 26-08-1993 nor did he adduce 
a single reason in the said final order as to why the 
aforesaid plea of the workman lyas not acceptable to hint, 
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That when the above said foiad submittmg foiged 
and iabhcated School Leaving Certificate to get his 


which closed minded a|>proach of the disciplinary 
authority vitiated the final wdo' dated 26-08-1993 passed 
by him. 

That the woiiunan is enclosing hereto a list of the 
similarly situated other cases in which the concerned 
employees &cing similar charges for which the workman 
was dismissed were let off with the punishment of being 
reverted to the post of a peon fi'om which they had been 
promoted to the clerical cadi'e by producing forged 
ceitificates of their educational qualifications and/br with 
some oth6r les%r forms of ptmishment like stof^ge of a 
few increments. The said list together with copies of 
documents relating to some of the said cases is being 
marked as Annexure-19, 

The management has filed written statem^t. In tte 
written statement it has been stated that Sh. Nanak Chand 
the concerned workman was appointed in the bank of 
21-01-1984 as part-time Safai Karamchari and he was 
converted as permanent part-time Safai Karamchari, on 
one third of scale of wages of a member of subordinate 
staff under BPS at Bank’s Branch at Tirath Nagar, 
New Delhi w.e.f 20-01-1984 vide appointment letter dated 
16-02-1984 in accordance with the bank guidelines/rules. 

That subsequently the workman was appointed and 
posted as pejon-cum-waterman, on probation at the bank’s 
branch at Lqjpat Nagar, New Delhi ^ 21-01-1991. 

That^at the time of appointment under the rules 
and terms of the appointment, the concerned woriunan 
was required to submit the application in bank’s 
prescribed format together with documentary i^oqf of his 
educational qualifications for his appmntment under BPS. 
It is submitted that the concerned woricman submitted a 
photocopy of his iittennediate College Leaving Certificate 
purported to have been issued by Inter College Kakkor 
(Bulandshabar) U.P. The samevbnnfs a registration No. 
5061. However, to the utmr shock and surprise of the 
management while getting the above said/certificate 
verified it revealed that the name of Sh. Nanak Chand 
was not registered between Registration No. 5051 to 5120. 
It was also revealed that against the said Registration 
No. 5061 the name of Sh. Chander Pal S/o. Sh. Jashwant 
Singh of Rdjput Caste with date of birth as 05-09-1963 
admitted in the institution on 12-07-1977 and passed his 
examination in 1981 was appearing and there was no 
mention of the name of Sh. Nai^ Chand (as per report 
of the concerned Institute vide letter No. 7 l/k/90-91 dated 
27-07-1991). The said School Leaving Certificate filed 
by the workman and the said P^xnt of the concerned 

institute are annexed herewith as Annexure^. 


appontment in the bank committed by Sh. Nanak Chand 
came to light upon receipt of die above said report the 
bank immediately issued a memo No. RAO/PRS/91-92 : 
3010 dat^ 15-10-1^1, which was served on Sh. Nanak 
Chand asking to submit explanation for submitting a 
bogus/forged school leaving certificate within 3 days of 
the receipt of the said memo. The said memo dated 
15-10-1991 is annexed herewith as Annexure-B. 

That it is sutoiitted that the said memo was duly 
received personally by Sh. Nanak Chand on 19-10-1991 
under due acknowledgement and signatures of Sh. Nanak 
Chand. It is further sulnnitted that the workman instead 
of replying to the said memo and furnishing his 
explanation within 3 days, to^ more than 6 days in 
submitting his reply, and U^reafieron 25-10-1991 and 
thereafter on 19-11-1999, submitted his reply. 

lliat it is submitted that the aforesmd reply of the 
concerned wmkman Sh. Nanak Chand for sd>mitting a 
bogus/foiged sdiOol leaving certificate vinas found not to 
be ^sfectory and a chargesheet No. ROA/PRS/DAD/ 
92-93 2851 dated 10-09-1992'#hs issued to him by the 
disciplinaiy audwtitytide notice no. ROfA): PRS: DAD: 
92^3 : 2850 dated 10-09-1992. The same is annexed 
hereto as Annexure-C. The following charges were leveled 
against the concerned woriunan Sh; Nanak Chaiul in 
aforesaid charge-sheet. 

That Sh; Nanak Chand was ^jpointed in the bank 
on 2I-I-I984 as'i’art-fime Safai Karamchari on l/3rd 
wa^. He wa& converted as s^>-staffw.e.f; 21-1-1991. In 
the yenr October, 1990 Sh.‘Nanak Chand the concerned 
workman submitted a fak^fofged school leaving 
certificate with th^ r^istiation no. 5061 and appears to 
be issued by Int^mediate College Kakor (Bulandsahar) 
U P Thus Sh. Nanak Chand acted Against tbe int^est of 
the bank and has conunitted major misconduct. 

Eviderme of bcHb the: pities has be^ taken. 

Heard argument ffoih both the sides and perus^ 
Uk papers on the record. 

It w^ sulnnitted from the side of the workman that 
the principle of natural justice have not been followed 
during the inquiry. The workman has nothin supplied 
the copies of valuable documents. He has not been 
supplied even the certificate which been alleged to be 
forged \ 

it was further subrnitted that the workman was given 
appointment letter on 16-2-1984 and he filled up the fi>iin. 
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It hasi been ^mtioned in his ^plication that he was 
6 th p^ss andj lis date of birth has been mentioned as 
19-10fl963. b'15 is the true cq[)y of the application. 
B'14 ^ the appointment letter. 

it was ^bmitted that the educational qualification 
^te of b|rth was verified by the management at the 
' appoiiitment and the date of birth of the workman 
ent^td as I9-10<1%3. The same date of birth 
m mentioned in the allied forged certificate. It 
has al^ been mentioned in the application form that the 



woi 
the Sdhool 
taken as Si 
qualif cation 
wereiiotenU 


(Sth pass. There is column of mentioning 
^d Merit of the wcxkman but since he was 
Karamchari for w4uch no educational 
prescribed, the educational qualifications 
;d in the aj^lication form of the workman. 


( was mrther submitted that 8 workmen namely 
tudh Prasad, Gobind Ram, Bharat Singh, Ramesh 
, Ayqdliya Prasad, Triloki Nath Kulshereshtha, 
^ar juid Sh. Shanker Lai were also served similar 
heetbbl they have been retained after withholding 
ncreiueats. The wmrkman studied up to 5th class 
Sahep Ambedkar Secondary School, New Delhi 
he tiine of his initial appointment after verifying 
e of pirth from the Transfer Certificate the 
management jhas entered the d^ oflurth of the workman 
as 19f 0-196p. 

Erom ppTLisal of the inquiry proceedings it transpires 
thai the woiiman has been given qrportunify to cross- 
examine all die witnesses and he cross-examined the 
witnesses also He has been suj^lied all the relevant 
docurperits and the Disciplinary Authority has issued 
notice along v/ith the findings of the Inquiry Officer 
regarding pniposed punishment 

[The management witness has stated that since the 
alleged forgeh certificate was in his personal file so it was 
presufied tlujt it has been submitted by the workmen. 

There ^])ears to be some substance in the argument 
of the workpuin that the bank has awarded different 
punislunent m different employees whereas the same 
charg^heet tpi; been served on them regarding producing 
foige4 certificates. 

It becoi [US quite obvious from perusal of the inquiry 
report that th; Inquiry Officer has recorded the fact in the 
cours<: of his in quiiy that the 8 employees namely S/Shri 
Budh Prasai i, Gobind Ram, Bharat Singh, Ramesh 
Sharria, Ayqdliya Prasad, Triloki Nath Kulshereshtha, 
RR1 layyar 4nl Sh. Shanker Lai have been served charge- 
sheet |for sulkiitting forged certificates regarding their 
educabonal quiUifications but after bedding inquiry these 


employees were let off after withholding some promotions 
and the Inquiry Officer has mentioned that the defence 
representative filed tt^ orders regarding the employees 
so chargesheeted. They have been retained in service after 
sto|^ing some of their increments. The same view should 
be adopted by the bank in case of this wodeman Sh. Nanak 
Chand also. This fact has been recorded in the course of 
inquiry. 

The workman in his personal hearing before the 
D.A. and A.A. has also mentioned the fact that the 8 
employees submitted forged certificates regarding their 
eductional qualifications have been retained after 
withholding some increments or have been reverted. The 
defence representative made representation even in the 
inquiry and in his representation to D.A. & A. A. but these 
representations have not been considered. 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that it is in the discretion of the management to award 
any punishment to any wrong doer. The fact of giving 
different punishments to the similarly chargesheeted 
employees regarding forgery of the educational certificate, 
the mana^ment has given different punishment. All such 
employees have been retained in service after reverting 
them to their original post or after withholding some 
increments. 

It has been held hy the Hon’ble Supreme Court in 
the case of Galaxi Lab Vs. Presiding Officer 1984 (i) SLR 
230 and VII (2000) SLT 200 as under : 

"'since as many as 3 workmen on almost identical 
charges were found guilty of misconduct in 
connection with the same incident, through the 
separate proceedings, and one was punished with 
only one month suspension and other was reinstated. 
It would be denial of justice to the workn^n if he 
alone is singled out for punishment by ^^ ay of 
dismissal for service. Therefore, the order of removal 
of the workman is not only highly discriminatory 
but in violation of Article 14 of the (Constitution of 
India.” 

The Hon’ble Apex Court has held that if the charges 
are identical and all are found guilty of misconduct even 
the proceedings are different one of the same punishment 
should be awarded. The workman caimot be singled out 
for punishment by way of dismissal from service. The 
Hon’blc Apex Court held the order of removal/dismissal 
is not only highly discriminatory but also in violation of 
Article 14 of the Constitution of India. 

Even if it is held the inquiry is just and fair there 
are certain aspects whidi have not be^ considered even 
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by the Inquiiy Officer and the Disciphnaiy Authority ^ 
Appellate Authority. The date of birth oi the worionan 
was recorded in 1984. The alleged for^ certificate 
mentions the same date of birth and same eduoUion^ 
qualffication. No educational qualification is reqoired for 
the post of Safoi Karamchari. There no motive for 
filing forged certificate as the workman has already 
mentioned it in his application form and it has been 
accepted by the management. 

In the instant case the management has not denied 
that the inquiry was held against 8 employees for 
submitting forged educational certificates regarding 
educational qualification and it has not also been denied 
that those workmen have not been r^ned in service. 
They have been awarded the punishment of reversion to 
the previous post or withholding of some increments. 
They have been retained in service. This workman 
request^ the management to retain him in service but 
the management without (xrnsidering the repre^tation 
of the woriutian has passed the order dismissal without 
notice. The order of the management is violative of Article 
14 of the Constitution of India and is discriminatory. 
The management should have considered tlus aspect of 
the case of the workman and should have retained him in 
service as has been done regarding the 8 rimilatly situated 
employees. The order of dismissal of the workman without 
notice from ^rvice is not sustainable. It is discriminatory 
and in violation of Article 14 of the Constitution of India 
and it is liable to be set aside and it is hereby set aside. 

The workman is Safai Karamchari. He is not 
emfdoyed in ar^ establishment but there is no shortage of 
work for Salfoi Karamchari. Ife must have discharging 
some duties somewhere and earning his livelihood. The 
case has beeri delayed by the management as is evident 
from the order sheet. In the facts and circumstances of 
the case the workman is entitled to 25% back wages. 

The reference is replied thus^ 

The action of the managem^ of CBI in dismissing 
Sh. Nanak Chand, Peon from service from 
26-08-1993 is neither just nor fair nor legal. The 
worioUan is entitled to reinstatement with 25% back 
wages. The management should reinstate the 
workman and pay him 25% back wages within t^^o 
months fi'om the date of the publication ofthe av^. 

The award is given acxxrrdingly. 

Date: 22-02-2008 R.N. RAI, Presiding Officer 


^ 27 2008 

633.—aqftPm, 1947 (1947 
W 14) ^ 17 STTP 

42/1999) 

^ t, "ail ^ 27-02-2008 ^ 

■JIM ^STT «ir I 

[U 'q?T-12012/108/1998-3n^ ^ (’^-II)] 

New Delhi, the 27th February, 2008 

S.O. 633.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Goverrunent herdry publishes the award (Ref. No. 42/99) 
of the Central Goverrunent Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Kanpur as shown in the Armexure in 
Industrial Dispute between the management oi Bank oT 
India, and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Govenuhent on 27-2-2008. 

(No. L-120I2/108/1998-IR (B-U)] 
RAJINDER KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXinu: 

BEFORE SRI R.G. SHUKLA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, KANPUR, U.P. 

LD. No.4m999 

Between: 

Ram Kumar 24/82 Patkapur 

Through Sri R.S. Tiwari 

D.G.S. St^ Bank of India Karank:hari Sangh 

1 j/1 Site No. 1 Kidwai Nagar, 

Kanpur 

Versus 

Bank of India * 
thfough Regional'Manager 
Bank of India 15/54-b, 

\^rendra Smriti Complex, 

Civil Lines, Kanpur 

AWARD 

1. Central Govt. Mol New Delhi vide notification 
No. L-12012/l08/98/IR{B-II) dated 4-3-99 has referred 
the following dilute for adjudication to this tribunal:— 

(1) Whether Sh. Ram Kumar is a worionan of the 
Management of Bank of India? 




12% 


THE GAZETTE GF INDIA : MARCH 22, 2008/CHArrRA 2, 1930 [Part 11—Sec. 3(ii)] 


(2) Wh^her his daim that -he was engaged as a 
peob by the managemmt during the period fix)ni 
1 -lb-85 to 254-% is correct? 


[3) Whether the management of Bank of India is 
I jus^ied in terminating the services of the said 
i ShJ F;am Kumar on 26-6-93 is correct? If not 
what relief is the disputant Sh. Ram Kumar 
I entitled? 

1. A bafe perusal of the schedule of reference order 
would go to i idicate that it runs into three parts. So &r 
as poii It nos. <md 2 of the schedule of reference order is 
conceined, th s tribunal is of the firm opinion that these 
to poi] Its are i kpendant upon issue no. 3 of the schedule 
of refe rence c rder and they can be well dealt with under 
issue no. 3 of tiie reference order. Therefore, there is no 
need t > recon; separate finding bn issue nos. 1 and 2 and 
the sai ne can be well answered in reply to issue no. 3 of 
the referencepider. 

: I. So fnr as point no. 3 of the schedule of reference 
order s cono ;nied, it is the case of the Gaimant that he 
was abpointed by the opposite party bank through its 
Ri^oi lal Mai lager, on 1-10-85, The opposite party took 
from t iie claii lumt the work of peon at Regional Office of 
the ba [ik. TIk nature of worit a^l^ed to the claimant is 
of the nature Sit as to cover him unddr the definition of 
workman. Tti e workman put contimious service as peon 
till thi! d^ < f illegal tenninafion i.e. 254-% and the 
opposite pai ty did not issue any letter in writing 
terminating the services of the claimant. Even the 
claim int has not been issued any appointment letter 
despite repea lei demands of claimant thus the opposite 
party pas vio ated the provisions of para 495 of Shastri 
Awarrj. The seivices of the claimant stood eliminated by 
the opposite urty without p^mpnt of any notice pay or 
retren|:hmens compensation which is in violation of the 
provisions ofjst^ion 25F, 25G and 25H of the act The 
bank ^ppoint^ several fresh hands after terminating the 
servicjes of t^ie claimant without providing him any 
opportunity o^Tlieing heard in the matter. In the last it has 
been prayed t^uit the claimant be reinstated in the service 
of the! opposite party with full back wt^es continuity of 
servicp and all other consequential benefits be granted to 
him. 


other consequential benefits be granted to 


4. Thejcl aim of the claimant has been contested by 
the opposite buty on variety of grounds inasmuch as 
that tl e appl^int had never wotted with the bank in any 
capac ty, therefore, he had no reaison to ^roach the bank 
for hi:; appointment in the bank. The opptKsite party is a 
publi^ sectot undertaking and has its own rules and 
recmhment poiiicy. In nutshell when there is any vacancy 


in the subordinate cadre the Regional Manager would call 
for the names of suitable candidates having requisite 
qualification from the Employment Exchange and after 
holding regular selection process the appointments are 
on regular and permanent basis. Mmiagement has denied 
having appointed the claimant either on 1-10-85 or 
thereafter. The details of work alleged to have been 
performed and pleaded by the claimant has also been 
denied by the bank. It has also been pleaded 1^ the 
opposite party that the claim of ffie claimant is false, 
baseless, bogus and devoid of merit, therefore, n^ no 
consideration at the hands of this Tribunal. On the 
grounds pleaded by the opposite party in their written 
statement it has been prayed that the claim of the claimant 
be rejected holding that the claimant is not entitled for 
any relief 

5. After exchange of pleadings between the parties, 
both contesting parties adduced oral as well as 
documentary evidence in support oftheir rival contentions. 

6 . A daily rated employee, casual employee or 
temporary or ad hoc employee has any right to retain his 
employment in public sector or under the Central 
Government or State Government has been considered 
by the Hon’ble Apex Court of India in the leading case of 
Uma Devi and the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, after 
discussing the issue at length has clearly prepounded 
settled law that such employee has no right title or 
authority to claim regidarisation of their services without 
undergoing through regular selection process. In the 
instant case, it is the own case of the claimant that he was 
engaged without issuance of any appointment letter, 
without undergoing through regular selection by the 
opposite party which fact has been denied by the opposite 
party in their written statement to the effect that in fact 
the claimant has never been in thejr employment in any 
capacity so question of terminating his services by the 
opposite party or flouting relevant provisions of Industrial 
Disputes Act in the facts and circumstances of the case 
does not arise at all. 

7. It has also come in the pleadings of the opposite 
party that they have never engaged or appointed the 
claimant in their employment at any point of time so from 
this point of view, the tribunal feels no hesitation to accept 
the claim of the opposite party. If it is so under these 
circumstances the tribunal is bound to believe that the 
opposite party never engaged or appointed the claimant 
in their employment, therefore, it is held that the claimant 
is not entitled for any relief as claimed by him. 

R.G. SHUKLA, Presiding Officer 
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[^. -^^-12012/153/2005-311^ 3m (^-II)] 

‘ ll(4!»<^ 3lfM4>ld 

New Delhi, ±e 27th February, 2008 

S.O. 634.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Indostrial Disjputes Act; 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government herdiy publishes the award (Ref No. 39/ 
2006) of the Central Govemment Indmtrial Trtaial-cum- 
Labour Ctmrf Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the management of Syndicate 
Bank and their workmen which was received by the 
Central Govemment on 27-2-2008. 

[No. L-12012/ 153/2005-IR (B-IDl 
RAJINDER KUMAR, Desk QfiReer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI R. G. SHUKLA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute Na 39 of 2006 

Sri Pramod Kumar, 

S/o Sri Shyam Lai, 

House No. 33/12, 

New Adarsh Nagar, 

Balkiki Basti Behind Rakabganj, 

Thane Agra 

Vs 

The Regional/Assistant General Manager 
Syndicate Bank, 

Regional Qffloe, 

SanjaiHace^ 

Agra 

AWARD 

1. Central Government, MOL, New Delhi, vide 
notification No. L-12012/153/2005-IR (B-II) dated 
24-5-2006 has referred the following dispute for 
adjudication to this 'Dibunal: 

“Whether the action of the management of Syndicate 
Bank in terminating Sri Pramod Kumar S/o 
Sri Shyam Lai fimn service w.e.f 17-11-2004 is legal 


and justified. If not, to what relief the disputant 

concerned is entitled 7' 

2. The workman vide ^plication dated 13-11-2007, 
has prayed this Tribunal that he is not interested to 
prosecute with the present case on the assurance given by 
the opposite party bank that he will be given appointment 
order provid^ he withdraws the proceedings of this case. 
He has also filed photocopy of letter dated 28-9-2007 to 
this effect which is on record. 

3. Considering the request of the woricman, he is 
permitted to withdraw the proceedings of the instant case 
with the order that he will not be held entitled for any 
relief pursuant to his statement of claim filed in the case. 

4. Reference is decided in the atxive terms in Lok 
Adalat today. 

R. G. SHUKLA, Presiding Officer 
M I^<rci), '27 HHoiO, 2008 

?KT. 3 ff. 63 S.— Pw lt ; sifufwr, 1947 (1947 
^14) ^ 17 % 

9m ^«iTWT, (^eM 109/1999) ^ 

%, ^ 27-2^2008 ^ 31M 

«n I 

[U ■q^-12012/121/1999-3TT^ 3m (^-11)] 

smwRi 

New Delhi, the 27th February, 2008 

. S.O. 635.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Govemment herdiy publishes the award (Ref No. 109/ 
1999) of the Central Govemment Ipdustrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court, Bai^ore as shown in the Annexure, 
in Industrial Dispute between the management of 
Syndicate Bank and their workmen which was received 
by the Central Govemment on 27-2-2008. 

[No, L-12012/121/1999-IR (B-II)] 

RAJINDER KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, BANGALORE 

Dated; 21st Frirruary 2008 

PRESENT 

Shii A. R. Suddiqui, Presiding Officer 


885GI/08—16 
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C. R. NO. 109/1999 

I PARTY n PARTY 

M. ^uiumanthappa. The General Manager (P), 
S/o Shri M. Bheemaraja Syndicate Bank, 

Npistiy, Head Office, 

Mohaiiu i«l Nagar, Manipal-576119 

^mdi I arlapur, Karnataka State, 

k[oppal' "aluk, 

Ftaichur- 583234 
I^amata]^ State. 

AWARD 

I 1.1 The Central Government by exercising the 
powers bonferred by clause (d) of sub-section 2A of 
S action 10 of the Indi^trialDiqKites Act, 1947 has referred 
tl lis disp ita vide order No. L-12012/12 l/99/IR(B-II) dated 
29th Se|(k^ber, 1999 for adjudication on the following 

s ;hedulq; 

' 1 

SCHEDULE 

I “^ether the action of the management of Syndicate 

I B^nk Manipal is justified in imposing the 

I pu [lishment of dismissal from service on Shri M 
I Ha niunanth^pa ? If not, what relief the workman 
1 is Mititled to?” 
i ■ ! 

2. |A charge sheet dated 16-5-1989 was servedupon 
t^ first pirty in the following terms : 

CHARGE SHEET 

I . 1 

I It is alleged against you that during the period 

! be tv^een 11-4-1979 and 21-3-1988, you were 

' ‘ w( rldng as a Clerk at our Sriramnagar branch and 
thit while functioning as such, in between 
I 27 -8-1987 and 29-1-1988, you worked in the Postal 

i Oi irivard department at the branch and that while 
I wc ridng in the Postal (Dutward department, you 
I nu de certain entries in the postal outward register 
I nuiiiitained at the branch and got reimbursed 
i amounts, declaring/indicating that such 
I rei inbursement pertained to the actual postal 
ejq lendituie incurred by you on behalf of the bianch. 

Tl^ following are the details: 

Thai during the period between 14-9-1987 and 
25|1-1988, among others, 279 articles meant for 
di^itch, consisting of notices to the borrowers/ 
pi^iy balance confirmatories etc,, were entrusted 
to you for dispatch and yon made entries in respect 
thdrtof in the Postal Outward Register maintained 
by pe branch. The details are shown in the enclosed 
AijnexureNo. 1. 

That while making entries in respect of 279 articles 
in (he Postal Outward Register as said above, against 


33 items you falsely indicated certain numbers, 
apparently showing that such numbers pertained to 
the receipts issued by the Postal department. After 
making those 279 entries in the postal outward 
register, you got reimbursed on the respective dates, 
sums of Rs. 1,287.65, being the postal expenditure 
said to have been incurred by you. In feet, you were 
not entitled to claim and receive such reimbursement 
of monies in as such as you did not dispatch those 
279 articles by post. 

That on 29-1-1988, while verifying the stamps in 
stock held by you, Shri H. B. Hulgolkar, Asstt. 
Manager and Shri B. N, Nanjundappa, Manager 
found that the actual stock of stamps held by you 
was not in acoordaiK^ with the particulars furnished 
by you in the po^ outward register. On the same 
day i.e. on 29-1 -1988 you were withdrawn from the 
postal outward departnient and the work of the 
Section was entrusted io Shri X^erabhadrappa, 
Clerk. Following your withdrawal from the postal 
outward department you handed over to the said 
Shri Veerabhadrappa, among others, a sum of 
Rs. 80.25 being the postage of 15 registered letters 
already claimed and got reimbursed by you on 
25-1-1988, which in fact were not despatched. 

That thereafter, on 30-1-1980, you handed over to 
the branch manager 263 unstamped inland letters, 
which you had falsely shown in the postal outward 
register having been dispatched by Registered post 
on various dates and claimed and obtained 
reinfoursement of postal expenditure in connection 
therewith along with a statement containing the 
particulars of such inland letters. 

That thereupon, vide your letter dated 3-2-1988 
addressed to the Divisional Manager Divisional 
Office Bellary, you stated inter alia that you have 
not sent 263 notices belonging to the Advance 
Section from August 1987 to January 1988 and that 
the amount was misutilised by you and that for such 
acts, you be warned etc. 

That subsequently, vide your letter dated 15-2-1988 
addresed to the branch manager, you requested him 
to grant you time for 90 days or till the date of 
disbursal of the bonus amount for the year 1987 
whichever is earlier, to reimburse the amount of 
stamps in stock in respect of 263 letters, which you 
misutilised. 

By your above acts, you indulged in 
misappropriation of monies and falsification of 
records and accounts of the branch and thus 
committed an act of “gross misconduct” within the 
meaning of Clause No. 19.5 of the Bipartite 
Settlement. 
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We therefore charge you “for doing acts prej^rdicial 

to the interests of the Bank” vide Clause No. 19(j) 

of the Bipartite Settlement. 

3. There was a Domestic Enquiry coiMhicted against 
him and on the basis of the admission of the guilt by the 
first party and the oral and documentary evidence 
product by the management during the course ct enquiry, 
findings were submitted by the enqui^ ofScer holding 
the workman guilty of the charges and it is based upon 
the findings he was dismissed from service. 

4. The first party workman in his Claim Statement 
before this tribunal wtUle, challenging the proceediiigs of 
enquiry held against him as not in accordance with the 
principles of natural justice, findings of the enquiry officer 
as suffering from perversi^, also challenged the dismissal 
order passed against him as unjust and shockingly 
disproportionate to the gravity of the charges of 
misconduct committed by him. In his claim statement at 
para 5 he contended that at the beginning of the enquiry 
he was informed by the enquiry officer that nothing will 
happened tp him in the event he admits the charges. 
TtiM^ore, against his own will and wish he admitted the 
charge in the enquiry which was not voluntary. At para 
6 , he contended thm siter the enquiry offiper made him to 
admit the charges which ^ did reluctantly, the 
management examined the three witnesses and asked him 
to sign the proceedii^ and at Para 7 he contended that 
he was made to give his statement after the close of the 
examination of the management witness wherein he 
categorically stated that due to certain confusion crq)t in 
at tl» branch level at the time, he cotdd not dii^tch die 
''postal article and it was not his intention to mis-utilise 
the amount of postal &q)enditure or to do an act prejudicial 
to the interests of the bank” and this itself goes to show 
that there was no intentioii on his part to admit the charges 
and therefore, inference can be drawn that the alleged 
admission is not voluntary. At paras 10 & 11 of the claim 
statement the first party while making out the case of 
discrimination and victimisation gave instances of one 
Mr. Ravi M. HaUi and Shii Allan FariaTwho were working 
with the manageihent bank as a Clerk and had committed 
similar miscotiduct. He stated that as far as said Ravi is 
concerned when tie volunt^ly adinitted his guilt, instead 
of beirig di^issed from service he was given minor 
punishment and allowed tb work with the bank. As fiir as 
Shri Allan Faria is concerned, when he adfmittCd^ the 
charges of nuscbnduct, the management ekoneiated him 
by imposing the minor 'punishment. Therefore, he 
contended that thopunishmCnt of dismissal passed against 
him not mily is shockin^y disprdportionate but rdso a 
case of victimisaftion and discrimination and therefore, 
the dismissal order passed against him is lidble to be set 
aside. 

5. The inaimgaiieht by its counter statement, while, 
assoting that the enquiry conducted against the ^rst par^ 


was in accordance with the principles of natural justice 
and in terms of the Bipartite Settlement, further denied 
the contention of the first party that he admitted the 
charges on the assurance given by the enquiry officer that 
nothing will h^pen to him, if he admits the charges. The 
management forther contended that apart from the 
admissions of the guilt by the first party, 3 witnesses were 
examined on behalf of the management estaUishing the 
charges of misconihict leveled against him. Therefore, the 
management contended that the enquiiy findings were 
based iqxm sufficient and legal evidence ^lart from the 
admission of the guilt by the first party and in the result, 
findings sufifored fi^m no perversity and th^ the dismissal 
order passed against the first party was proportionate to 
the gravity of the misconduct committed by him. Hence 
requested this tribunal to reject the reference. 

6 . Keeping in view the resp^ve contentions of 
the parties with regard to the validity and fiiirness or 
otherwise of the enquiry proceedings, this tribunal on 
30-3-2004 framed the Allowing Prcliminaiy Issue: 

“Whether the Domestic Enquiry conducted against 

the first party by the second party is fair and 

proper?” 

7. After due trial of the said issue, wherein, the 
management examined the enquiiy officer as MWl and 
got raariied 3 documents at Ex. Ml to M3 and the first 
party examined himself by giving his statement, 
arguments were heard and this tribunal by order dated 
18-1-2007 answered the above said iss^ in favour of the 
management recording a finding that the enquiiy 
conducted against the first party by the second party in 
foir and piqier. Th^upon, I have heard the learned 
counsels for the respective parties on merits of the case 
i.e. on the point of alleged perversity of the findings and 
the quantum of the punishment. 

8 . Learned counsel for the first party Shri B. D. 
Kutttappa in his arguments without going into the merits 
of the enquiry findings just made one Mimissioh to the 
effect that there' has been a discrimination against 
the first party in dismissihg him from ^ryiCe as in case 
of ether two management employees referred to supra who 
were involved in a similar misoohduef, file m^gement 
took lenient view imposin| the liunbr p^shihent and 
therefore, he r^iiested this ti^bunal to take lementi^ 
against the first party who is already running 55 yeai^ of 
age and is at the end of his service. 

9. Whereas,' learned counsel for the management 
supporting the findings of the enquiry officer submitted 
that there waslnb discriminatibn ma^' against the first 
party as against ^e aforesaid two employees. His 
contention was tjliat those two employees h^ epnunitted 
miscemdu^ siitiUm in nature but the amount involved in 
each of those two cases was quite meager and further there 
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; otheij considerations taken into account by the 
iplinar i Authority as well as the Appellate Authority 
emed i n imposing minor punishment on them and 
reas, tlie misconduct committed by the first party 
Ived a Turn of Rs. 1200 and odd and that he had no 
1 past 9 jrrice record. 

10 . /iler having gone through the records, more 
cularly ihe findings of the enquiry bfficer and the 
mce br night on record during the cour^ of enquiry 
0 stretc i imagination it can be said that the enquiry 
ings St fiered from perversity, ftoceedings of the 
tiry as i i^ell as the enquiry findings first of all make it 
4 antly ;lear that the first party after having been read 
^th th: charges misconduct, in no uncertain terms, 
fed gui ty to the charge. As noted above, in his claim 
^rnent i tself, the first party has come out with a 
ment a( he admitted the duurgesbut on the assurance 
1 by th j enquiry officer that nothing will happen to 
This SI at ement of the first party will carry no weight 
ugnific aiice not being su|q)oited by any material on 
d. The fact that the first party admitted the charges 
Iscondi Id during the course of enquiry has also been 
antiate d in the statement of the enquiry officer, MW 1 
lined b( fore this tribunal. Except to make a suggestion 
W1 in his cross-ommin^bn, tlK first part was not 
over Vi ltd the charges and that he did not admit the 
;es, wh ch suggestion has been denied, nothing worth 
dicited fiom MWl to dodbt or suspect the veracity of 
statem^it. Therefore, we must proceed on the 
nption tliat first party pleaded guilty to the charges 
ig the (ourse of enqpiiry. It is to be noted that to be on 
side ^pite the admission of the guilt by the first 
; the m magement examined three witnesses and got 
ced certain documents including the letter of 
rtakinj; given by the first party dated 15-2-1988 
ein he admitted to have ^H^^’riated the amount 
ledaga nst the postal aocmmt towards the expenditure 
rred b^ him for posting the letters and other 
spondi nee numbering o>er ^63 articles marked at 
^X. i cluriiig the course of enquiry. Therefore, the 
iiy fin< ings are not only based on the admission of 
made biy the first party but also on sufficient and 
oral at d documentary evi^nce produced during the 
« of er quiry. That apart, as noted above, neither in 
ilaim s atentent hot by way pf arguments learned 
sel for he first party highlighted any legal or factual 
Its so a; to establish b^[^ this tribunal that enquiry 
ngs suf e red from any perversity. In the result, it is to 
;ld tht I inquiry findings aie quite fair and proper. 

11 . N ow, the next question to be considered would 
hether he punishment of dismiss against the first 

is pro xirtionate to the gravity of the misconduct, 
ned coi nsel as noted above, in fiiis context wanted to 
mak ;out a (aie of discrimination and victimisation giving 
the i istance i of the said two enq>loyees of the management 


who were dealt with minor punishment despite 
committing the misconduct, siniilar, on hand. On the 
application moved on behalf of the first party, the 
management produced the records pertaining to the cases 
of said two employees marked before this tribunal at 
Ex. W1 & W2 seri^. From the perusal of W1 series it 
can be revealed that in the case of Mr. Ravi similar charges 
of misconduct of misappropriating of postal charges were 
made and the amount involved in the said misconduct 
was to the tune of about Rs. 300. The disciplinary authority 
after having taken into considerastion the findings of the 
enquiry officer against the said employee while proceeding 
to pass the punishment order observed as under :— 

“I observe that in a public institution like bank, 
offences involving dishon^ty and mis^propriation, 
no doubt are to be dealt severely. But in the instant 
case, the amount involved is very small and has 
been reimbursed by the employee soon after the 
incident. The past records do not indicate any such 
report against him. Moreover, he has been pleading 
guilty of his misconduct at all stages of departmental 
action andexpressed regrets for an act committed 
in a weak moment. Taking kll these circumstances 
into account, I am now inclined to show leniency 
and give him an opportunity to improve himself 1^ 
reducing the punishment from the proposed 
“dismissal” to “reduction of basic pay by two stages 
in the time scale”, therefore, I pass the following. 

12. Against the -case of other employee who 
committed the misconduct similar in nature 
misappropriating a sum of Rs. 40.^0, in the first instance, 
by the Disciplinary Authority, he \yas dismissed him from 
service but on the appeal made i by him, the appellate 
authority took lenient view considering his young age and 
the &ct that the definquent admitted the guilt at all stages 
of the proceedings of enquiry ijight from the date of 
issuance of the char^ sheet. Thepefore, having regard to 
the aforesaid facts and amoun[ of misappropriation 
involved in the aforesaid two case^, it cannot be said that 
there was a discrimination and vidjimisation made against 
the first party as against the aforesaid two dnployees while, 
imposing the punishment. In bot^ the cases the amount 
involved being very small and meager, the authorities have 
taken the lenient view by inqx)sing)the minm punishment. 
But in the instant case the amount: involved is riot meager 
and it can be read fropi the charge sheet issued against 
the first party that the committed the misconduct of 
misappropriation of file amount in question in respect of 
as manj^ 279 articles showing thpt th^ were dispatched 
as per the entries made in the pos(|al outward register but 
in fact they were not dispatched apd the amount claimed 
towards the expenditure for the said purpose was 
misappropriated by the first party spreading over a long 
time. Therefore, in the strict sente it is very difficult to 
appreciate the aiguments advanced for the learned counsel 
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for the first party that there was a case of oteaf 
discrimination and victimisation, ifowever, taidng nde 
consideration the minor punishment inqiosed upon the 
aforesaid two officials for the very same nature df the 
misconduct, the first party is now feeing, irrespective of 
the quantum of the amount involved and in view of the 
fact that the first party had been working with the 
management right fiom the year 19|71 onwards till he 
was dismissed from service somewhere in the year 1990, 
it appears to me that ends of justice will be met if he is 
punished with the denial of back wages from the date of 
his dismissal till the date of his reinstatement withholding 
his four annual increments with cumulative effect to be 
accrued to him after his reinstatement in service with the 
benefit of continuity of service and other consequentitd 
benefits. Hence the following awmd: 

AWARD 

The management is xlirected to reinstate the first 
party into its service without back wages from the 
date cf his disinisml till the datedThis reinshdemait 
witfahollding his four annual increments with 
cumulative ^fect to be accrued to him ftom the date 
of his ri^nstatement with contimiity^of service and 
other consequential benefits. No costs. 

(Dictated to PA transciftied by her corrected and 
signed by me on 21st F^ruary, 2008). 

A. R. SIDDlQm, Presidii^ Officer 

^ 27 2008 

636.—1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ uro 17 %'x3(*j4kui ^ 

^ *rv _♦_*- _ y ' - A- - - -T 

29/2002 ) 

^ %, ♦K'hK ^ 27“2“2008 ^ juki 

^3n«ni 

T5(?|-12012/28/2002-3tli (^-II) ] 

tlfeRT Stftwqft 

hfew Delhi, tile 27th F^mrary, 20<^ 

S.O.. In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Pi^jmtes Acu 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Goven^ent |her^ pubfi^es the awmd (Ref No. 29/ 
2002) of the Central Gcn^ininent Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour C:!our;t, Kaiq>uf 8S shown in the Annexure, in 
Industrial Di^te between the management of Central 
Bank of Indiq and thdr workmen which was received by 
the Central dqvenmient on 27-2-2008. 

INo; L-12012/28/2002-IR (B-II)] 
RAJINDER KUMAR, Desk Officer 


ASffmXHM 

BEFORE SRI R. G. SHUiOAPRiSIDlNG 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENt 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAl>CUR^LABOUR 
COURT,KANPUR 

Indtastiial IHspiite No, 29 

In the matter dispute between: 

Sri Suresh Chandra; 

S/o Sii Ram Prakash, 

Mohalla KuiiiraaEk^, 

Etawah 

AND 

The Regional Mana^ 

Central Bank of India, 

Saryay Place, 

Agra 

AWARD 

1 . Omral Govemramit, MOL, New D^hi, vide 
Notification No^ L-12012/28/2002’lR'<B-Jl> dated 
8-5-2002 has referred the following dispute for 
adjudicatioa to this Tribtinaft: 

"Whether the claim of the di^Mitant Sri Suresh 
Chandra Son of Sh. Ram Prakash that he was 
engaged by the management ofOnti^ j^nk of 
India to perform the duties of pedn/^ub-tiaiorduting 
tbepexiod fimn 10^2-97 to 12-5-01 continuously is 
(xnrect ? aoitiietirertiieactiaa of themanagement 
in terminating/discontinuing him fi’om further 
engagement is jus^bd and legal and what relief is 
thedtHf^feiitentitied to ?” 

2. A baioi^rusai^tlie sctiedalecf'idfefefieetirder 

would go to properly 

worded. The quB^n po^Jity C^tral (jovemment in 
the mstain case dotes riot to be ^ industrial dispute 

as defined under the Act. / 

3 . Needlqa to lumhioR thtf it w^d l^ahaolutely 

futile exercise to give fiill of the for the reason 

that date of termination of the lierVice has not been 
mentioned in t|K ^^ledide of reference Older. P|t||B4Ei^^ 
after appreciation of facts and evidence of the case 
concludes that Ttheiet^imation of the services of the- 
workman is iiefther lqip^norjB^fildtitoqBest^^ 
for coiisideraticm4»^tb fium whiiNlafe'ti^ he- 

granted ielifef<fibtfcfttaie m »a^ in the service (rf'theoppa^ 
party bank^ Shwe dme of termination of theserwees^as 
not been given in the lefoenoe order, thenfeae; no relief 
can be granted to the wc^lg^um as claimed by him in his 
statement of claim. In Viw m above, first part of tiie 
referenserader becomies4nfiu^ttoi|s, ti no 

consideratigar- s 
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4. In view of what has been discussed above, it is 


held t^t Uu 
claim^ by 1 
refere[iceisa 
of the manat 


vraikman cannot be granted any relief as 
in in his statement of claim. Accordingly 
[u.'wered against the woiiunan and in favour 
sment. 

R. G. SHUKLA, Presiding Officer 

j 

: M 27 2008 


^.31tJ637.—1947 (1947 
m 14) 

y ^ 

9R ^ 39/2004 ) ^ H«WfVW 

1^, ^ 1^^ 27-2-2008 1^ 

■ [^. R^-12012/8/2004-3TI^3TR(-aft-II)] 

rs _ - _fH_ 

^pTR> ^fn^spspnj 


S.O. 
Industrial E 
Govenmen 
2004) of the 


Nejw Delhi, the 27th Februaiy, 2008 

. (37.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
D 5i)utes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
mt herdjy punishes die award (Ref. No. 39/ 
le (Antral Govmmirat Industrial Tribunalrcum- 
[Nu t. Bangalore as shown in the Annexure, in 
ria Diqmte between the mamigement of Canara 
11] eir workmen which was received by the 
ovrotunent on 27-2-2008. 

[No. L-12012/8/2004-IR (B-II)] 
RAJINMBR KUMAR, Desk Officer 


I ANNEXURE 

Before the centr/^ government 

raUSnUAL TRBMJNAMUM-LABOUR 
COURT, BANGALORE 

Dated: I5th Febru^ 2008 

PRESENT 

• ( 

Shti Ai VL Siddiqui, Presiduig Officer 

CR. No. 39/2004 

P/^'n HPARTY 

Shri ^ Jm^ihy, The Management of 

S/o L ite Mupvoikatappa, OnamBank, 

No. ]46, Saat]ieMaidam Head Office No. 112, 
Badarane, PJB. No.. 0648, JC. Road, 

Kola-563 id I Bang8lore-560002 

KamitakaSpte, 

I AWARD 

|l. Thk Central Government by exercising the 
pow^ conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 2A of 


Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 has referred 
this dispute vide order No. L-12012/8/2004/IR(B-lI) dated 
28th June, 2004 for adjudication on the following 
schedule: 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the management of Canara Bank is 
justified in dismissing of Shri Umapathy, Sub-staff 
from service w.eT. 21-10-2000 ? If not, what relief 
the woikman is entitled to and from which date 

2. A charge sheet dated 31-1-2000 came to be served 
upon the first party woikman in the following terms: 

CHARGE SHEET 

“You have been working in Sub-staff at our Kolar 
branch since 14-6-1999. You are in the habit of 
remaining absent from duties very frequently and 
unauthorisedly without intimation, submitting 
proper leave application or obitaining prior sanction 
from the competent authority, in gross violation of 
leave rules of the bank. So fin your absence for 1245 
d^s has been treated as AWL and hence on loss of 
pay besides sanctioning 116 days of leave on loss of 
pay. 

Earlier, you were issued with charge sheets on four 
occasions for violating the leave rules and 
indiscriminate leave taking and appropriate 
punishments were imposed on you, and the details 
are furnished below: 

Charge Sheet No. Punishment imposed 

1. BLC/DAC/2120/ CENSURE 

E.37/H/93/93 

dated 10-11-1995 

2. BLC/DAC/2060/ Stoppage of increment for 

E.37/H/52/96 a period of one year with 

dated 12-8-1996 cumulative effect. 

3. BLCTDAC/3093/ Stoppage of increment for 

E.37/CH/84/97 a period of two years with 

dated 26-7-1997 cumulative effect. 

4. BLCVDACV3133/ Discharged with Super- 

E.37/CH/109/97 annuation benefits as could 

dated 17-11-1997 be dde otherwise at that 

stage and without 
disqualification for future 
employment. However, on 
preferring an appeal the 
appellate authority had 
modified the punishment to 
“stoppage of four 
increments with cumulative 
effect.” 




I 
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On reinstatement, you were transferred to our 
Masthi branch, where you reported for duties on 
26-9-1978. Despite the above, you have not 
improved your leave record and you continued to 
remain absent horn (hities unauthorisedly in utter 
violation of leave rules of the Bank. You remained 
absent from 1-3-1999 to 13-6-1999 for 105 dxQ^s 
without submitting pn^r leave ai^ication and 
your absence for the above period h^ been treated 
as AWL and hence on l(»s of p^. Meanwhile, you 
were transferred from our Masthi branch to Kolar 
branch a place of your choice. You have rq)orted 
for duties at Kolar branch on 14-6-1999. However, 
you contimied to remain abseitt unauthorisedly, in 
violation of leave rules of the bank. 

In the instant case, you remained absent from duties 
from 16-8-1999 to 7-10-1999 for 53 d^s wUlnmt 
any intimation, and you have submitted the leave 
application only on 8-10-1999, at the time of 
reporting bade for duties. Seeking lea\% on Medical 
grounds. As per the leave rules of the bank, an 
emplc^ee seeking leave on medical grounds is 
required to submit the leave application immediatdy 
on remaining absent sui^rted by a medical 
certificate recommending leave for a specified 
period, the employee is required to submit the 
medical fitness report while reporting back for 
duties. You have not submitted the leave application 
suppotted by a medical certificate recommending 
rest and treatment for the specified period of your 
absence fix)m duties from 16-8-1999, immediately 
on remaining absem from duties. Your action of 
submitting the leave aiq>lication supported by the 
medical certificate only on rqmrtingback for duties 
is in violation of leave rules of the bank and hence 
your d)sence for the period from 16-8-1999 to 
7-10-1999 is treated as AWL and hence on loss of 
pay. Your frequent unauthorised absence was 
hampered the smooth fiinctimung of the branch. 

By your above action of remaining absent 
unauthorisedly continuously for a period exceeding 
30 days you have committed gross misconduct 
within the meaning of Chapter XI, Regulation 3 
Clause(r) of Canara Bank Service Code.” 

3. After conducting tlm DE and holding the first 
parO' workplan guilty of the charges as alleged in the 
chargesheet, he was punished by the impugned 
punishment of dismissal from sovice. 

4. The first party workman by way of his claim 
statement before this tribunal, while challenging the 
enquiry proceedings raised several grounds more 
particularly, urging that it was an ex parte enquiry 
conducted against him and that he was not given sufficirait 
and reasonable q^rtunity to defend himsdf during the 


course of enquiry: The first party also ch^lenged the 
enquiry report as unreasonable and perverse giving his 
explanatioh when was served with the said report. Healso 
challenged the punishment Order as unjust and illegal and 
the order of the appellate authority dismissing his appeal 
as passed without plication of the mind. Ife, therefore, 
contended that after having unsuccessfully challenging 
the dismissal order by way of ^jpeal as on 19-8-2003 he 
raised the dispute before the Regional Labour 
Commissioner (Central), Bangalore and at the result of 
the enquiry proceedings ending by foilnre report, the 
present r^Crence is before this tribunal. While giving out 
the reasons of his absence from duty the first party at para 
10 of his claim statement submitted that he was 
constrained to be on leave for 53 days fix)m 16-^1999 to 
7-10-1999 as he was imdertreatineiit for Tuberculosis for 
which he submitted medical report with the management 
on8-10-1999 itself, when he rqmrted for duty. Ifefiirther 
contended that he had kept informed his immediate 
superior official about his health problems and his 
treatinem for Tuberculosis. He was not iii a position to 
work in the bank in view of his serious ill health. 
Therefore^ his absence from duty for 53 d^ was for 
bona fide reasons and not willful or wanton. Therefore^ 
he requested this tribunal to set aside the inqmgned 
punishment mder and to reinstate him in service with all 
consequential benefits. 

5. The maiuigement by its counter statement 
however, todc up the contention that this was not the first 
occasion on wl^h the first party remained absent from 
duty as he committed similar misconduct on other 4 
occasions for which he was punished by order of Censure, 
Stoppage of one increment for one year with cumulative 
effect and discharged with superarmuation benefits which 
order of the discii^inaty ardhority was modified by the 
appellate authority confi^ng the ptmishment of stoppage 
of 4 increments with cumulative effect Iherefore, the 
management’s oontmition is that the first party de^ite 
the above said punistunent, once again, remainkl absent 
fixxn duty for the afmesaid period of 53 days and submitted 
his leave application only on 8-10^1^9 at the time of 
rqxuting for duty seeking leave on medical ground. 
Whereas, an employee seeking leave on medical ground 
was required to submit the leave aimbcation immexliately 
remaining absent supported by medical certificate 
recommending leave for a specified period. The 
management contended that the first party having 
remained absent from duty forthe aforesaid period of 53 
days continuously i.e. for a period exceeding 30 days has 
committed gross mi^nduct prejudicial to the interest of 
the bank and therefore, Ihe punishment of dismissal 
ordered against him was quite legal and justified. On the 
point of proceedings of the enquiry, the management 
contended that it was conducted in accordance with the 
principles of natural justice wherein, the first party was 
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pportunity to defsod himself taking the 
f one Mr. G. Radhakrwhnan. While justifying 
f findings, the manngmnent contended that 
efficient 1^1, oral as wdl as documentary 
(xhioed during the oowae of enquiry to est^sh 
t the first parfy remained absent duty for 
id period in violation of the ndes of the grant 
1 Aere^ iimted4he imnuhinent in question 
sliment is quite propcntkmate to the gravity of 
duct committed by him. In the result, the 
It requested this tribumd to reject the referoice. 

i\ing regard to the respective contentions of 
Eitout the validity and ^mess or otherwise of 
y proceedings, this tyibunal on 22-6-2005 
pillowing pretiinismyisme:— 

klier the DE conducted against the first party 
^ second pmty is fiur and pir^r.” 

[ ring, the comse of trial of the said issue, the 
t examined the enquiry c^cer as MWl and 
six ^xnunrats at Exts. Ml to M6. The first 
Sty of rebuttal examined himself as WWl 
ing marked any. document. 

er having heard the learned counsels for the 
arties this tribunal tty order dated 16-1-2007 
e above saidissuein&vour of the managem^t 
(inquiry as fiiir and piqier. Thereupon, the 
nee again examined himself on the point of 
>loyniait and on the point of victimisation 
me docunM at Ex. W1 in respect of one 
wmsppa si^gesting^ttat he was dealt with 
<^suq^i^eK>fmctesnmn for a period of 3 
unula^'^to Ihere wainofiuth^ rebuttal 
duced on beha^j(€“:dte mam^gement on the 
[liereiqxm, 1 have faeard the learned cou^ 
ective parties on mmit5 .i.e. on the alleged 
r ihefimtingsand OB the point of quantum of 
lent, 

arned counsel for the. first party 
dliar submitted that foe case on hand is very 
iiig a lenient view atthe hands of this tribunal 
m that the first party undiqmtedly suffered 
y serious disease namely, the disease of 
i and was ccunpdlfed to imnain absent from 
! ifoxesaid period of 53 days while taking 
ir the said fosease. He submitted that apart 
afoinitted his medical certificate while 
or duty which medical certificate was not 
] y the management for no ^x>d reasons. Lastly, 
id that for the similar act of misconduct 
by the said Maheshw^ra]^ in the first 
te di^ptinary amhority had compulsorily 
irom service but foe ai^Uate authority took 
\ rrinstating him in service with foe stoppage 
neiits and therefore, in foe instant case also 
ud to foe aforesaid circumstances and taking 


info account the short period of 53 days of absence from 
duty that too, for a reasonable cause the first party deserves 
mercy at the hands ctf this tribunail and Section 11A of the 
ID Act. 

10. Learned counsel for the management on the 
other hand submitted that it was not for foe first time foe 
first party remained absent from duty but he had committed 
such a misconduct on earlier four occasions also and once 
he was also discharged from service but for modification 
of the said punishment by the appellate authority 
subsequently. Therefore, according to him it is not a fit 
case to take lenient view. 

11. Now, comiiig to the fiKt point as to whether 
the enquiry findings suffered from perversity. As noted 
above, foe learned counsel or the first party did not high¬ 
light any legal or foctuai defects with the findings of the 
enquiry officer so as to term them as perverse and arbitrary. 
Moreover, this is not a case whore the first party amid 
dispute the fact of his remaining absent from duty for the 
period aforesaid. It is foe very case of the first party that 
he was prevented in ^tending his foity during foe afoiesaid 
poiod of 53 days for having suflfered from ill health of 
Tuberculosis taking treatment for the said disease during 
the said period. It is his own case that it is at the time of 
joining duty he submitted his medical certificate. 
Therefore, this act of foe first party submitting the medical 
certificate while joining the duty was not in accordance 
with the rules and the regulations of the management bank 
which required the submission of foe medical certificate 
tty the employee concerned while tR'oceeding on leave. 
Therefore, undisputedly, it was a case of unauthorised 
absence from duty without prior permission and without 
g^ng foe leave sanctioned in accordance with the rules. 
In foe result, there cannot be any grouse to be made out 
against the findings of the enquiry officer in holding the 
first party workman guilty of the charges and hence it is 
to be held that findings do not suifer from perversity. 

12. Now, coming to the quantum of the punishment. 
First of all as noted above, the pe$riod of absence in this 
case cannot be said to be too Icmg to be viewed very 
seriously 'mviting the punishment pf dismissal. Of course, 
as per the regulation quoted in the charged sheet the 
misconduct committed Ity the first party for having 
remained absent from duty exceeding the period of 30 
days amounts to gross misconduct but for such a gross 
misconduct the management has got vast discretionary 
powers to deal with the delinquent concerned in a proper 
and appropriate way, particularly; in this case when the 
first party submitted foe medical certificate itself while 
reporting for duty, genuineness of which medical 
certificate was not suspected or doubted by the 
management. One more consideration to prevail with this 
tribunal would be the punishment inqxised iqxin the above 
said employee Shri Maheshwamppa for the similar 
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misconduct ODfliniittedt^ him. Asxxwld be read from the 
pFOceecUngs with respect to the said en^dqyee produced 
before this tribunal at Ex. W1 for the unauthorized absence 
of a period of ^ days he was with punishineiit of 
compulscHy retiiieineitt by the discipluiaiy ai^iority bat 
on iq)peal the disni^al order was mo^fied by repladng 
the same with stc^qiage of increments for a period of 3 
years withcumul^vee^ct The Inlenegnnni period 6om 
the date of ooippulsoiy retirement till the date of he 
reported for diUy; yms ordered not to be considered for any 
purpose. Therefore, h^ing regard to die dbove said foots 
and circumstances, it appears to me that the pumshment 
of dismissal passed against the first pariy in this case is 
shockingly disproportionate to be replaced by l^ser 
punishment, ends of justice will be met if, the first party 
is ordered to be reinstated in service with 50 per of 
the back wages from the date of his dismissal till the date 
of his reinstatement with continiuty of service andall other 
consequential benefits withholding his three annUal 
increments with cimiulative effect Hence the f(d|owing 
Award; ; 

AWARD 

The management is directed to reinstate the first 
party into its services with 50 percent of die back 
wages from the date of dismiss^ dll the date of his 
reinstatement in its services with centin^ty of 
service and all other consequ^tial benefits 
withholding his three annim! increments with 
cumulative effect from the date impugned 
punishment order onwards. No costs. 

(Dictated to PA, transcribed by her, corrected and 
signed by me on 15th F^uuaiy, 2008). 

A. R. SIDDIQUI, Presiding Officer 
^ 27 writ, 2008 

a^r. 638.—3Tft#m,.i947 (1947 

U>r 14) git URT 17 % 313 m IRUiR fui 

% Twudu % ^ 

3 Tfuwn/?R ■grRfri % gw (^ wn S6/2003) 

ggn^RT ^wt 'i|', %r5\tg ^ 27“2"2008 UTR! 
f3?T gr! • 

[^. 1 ^- 12012 / 144 / 2003 - 3 ^^ ^ (^- 11 )] 

NewDelhi, the 27th February, 20()8 

S.O. 638.--^In pursuance of Sectitm 17 of the 
Industrial Di^n^ Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
GovemmeiU herel;^ publishes the afward (Ret No. 56/ 
2003) of theC^nxal Goi^^mineitt Industrial IVibunal-cum- 
Labour Cknut, Bangalore as shown in the Annexure, in 


the Industrial Di^nite between the management of Bank 
of Baioda and th^ workmen which was received by foe 
Central Government on 27^2-2008. 

[No. L-I2012/I44/2(K)3-IR (B-II)] 

RAJINDER KUMAJ^ Dedc Officer 

ANNEXURE 

NIFORE THE CENTRAL GOVEKHMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TWBUNM.-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, bangalore 

Dated : 11th February 2008 
PM^SENT 

Shri A. R. Siddiqui, Presiding Officer 
C. R NO. 56/2063 

JPARTY nPARTY 

Shri Shekar Alias Shduuma The Regnal Manager, 

S/o Guianna U(^, > BankofBaroda, 

C/o D V Patange, MANAS Regional Office 
Kusnoev Road, *HJS Oianfoeni, III Floor, 

Gulbarga‘585105 No. 26, Richmond Road, 

Karnataka State Bangat<Me-560025 

AWARD 

1. The Central GovernMUnt by exercising the 
pbwers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 2 A of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes AcX, 1947 has referred 
this dispute vide'order No. L-i2012/144/2003/IR(B-n) 
dated 23rd September, 2003 for adjudication on the 
following schedule: 

SCHEDULE 

“Whefoer the action of foe management of Bank of 
Baroda, m relation to their Gulbarga Branch, 
Gulbarga, Karnataka State, in terminating the 
services of Shri Shekai Alias Sl^canna, S/o Shri 
Guianna Udgi, Ex. Peem is justified ? if hot, what x 
relief Shri Shekar Alias Sh^canna is entitled to T 

2. The case of the first party as made out in the 
Oaim Statement, in brief, is that he being aj^inted as a 
Peon on daily wages stasrted working with the 
management bank w.e.f. 1-1-1992 rendering his services 
sincerely, honestly and to the satisfaction of the 
management. He worked with the management 
continuously without any break till he was illegally 
retrenched on 9-8-2002; that foe management with an 
intention to create break in his service was not paying 
him wages for few days every month and ther^ was 
creating break in service of a day or two attificially, that 
foe management refused work to the first'party on 
9-8-2(X)2 saying that his services have been terminated; 
that by virtue of woridng continuously for more than 240 
days, he has perfected his rights for the regularisadon of 
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his >ervic4s and that the management instead of 
regu arizini his services, has terminated his services. 
Theiefore, order of termination is illegal not being 
preo dedbylajiy payment of conqjensation or by following 
the i; fovisions of Section 25F of the ID Act. In the last he 
requ ssted this tribunal to pass an award reinstating him 
in se rvice \^th all consequential benefits. 

3. The management by* its counter statement 
how iver, to up the stand that tihe first party was never 
appt intcd a s a Peon nor there existed any rdationship of 
emp oyer ai id enq)loyee between the management and the 
first party iind that the dispute raised by him is outside 
the ] lurviev of the provisions of Industrial Disputes Act. 
The manag ^ment after having referred to the recruitment 
rule; for ap xiintment of sub-staff either on permanent or 
on U mpora y basis further contended that it is on receiving 
the list oj i:he candidates sponsored through the 
Employme it Exchange, candi^tes are required to* be 
inte: viewet a nd th^ will be sele^ed on merit basis after 
due media 1 examination and then they will be put on 
probation. The management ther^ore, contended that 
since the lirst party has not fulfilled the aforesaid 
recr ritmen lules and the conditions for appointment of 
sub- staff ei her on temporary or permanent basis, he now 
caiuiot cla m any right against the management. The 
maiagemetit further contended fimt the engagement of 
the first party by the branch, if any, was in accordance 
witl Secticn 2(oo) (bb) of-the ID Act and in the result 
theie arises no question of illegal retrenchment and 
therefore, lelerehce is liable W be rejected. 

I 4. Naw, therefore, in the light of the aforesaid 
pleddings, tluee important questions to be considered 
woqld be: i 

I 

j (i)j Whether the first party worked with the 
I j rtianagementcontikuously foraperiodof240 
j days and more in apy of the calendar year in 
I HieaforesaidperiodU.between l-l-1992and 
j 19-8-2002 much kss during the calendar year 

I immediately preceding his alleged 
< termination; 

, I 

(ii) j If so, whether the action of the management 
i i n terminating the services of the first party 
I amounts to illegal retrenchment and illeg^ 
I termination vis-a-vis Section 2(oo) read with 
Section 25F of the ID Act; 

' (iii) If so, to what relief the first party is entitled 
' I for 

I 5. T 1 C: management to substantiate its contentions 
exainined (me witness as MWl said to have been working 
wit^i the rrianagement bank as Sr. Branch Manager. His 
statfement i i nutshell is that in order to fill up the vacancy 
of Tjh stal f the bank should write to the Employment 
Exchange ] or sponsoring the names of the candidate and 


it is after holding the interview selection Will be made in 
case, the candidates fulfilled the required conditions and 
that no branch manager on his own can ^ipoint any sub 
staff in the bank eitho- as temporary staff or on permanent 
basis. In his last sentence he stated that the first party in 
this case has not been selected ih accordance with the 
said procedure, in his cross examination he denied the 
sugg^on that the first party worked as a peon from 
1-1-1992 till 9-8-2002 stating further that it is not so as 
per the available records. He shoUm his ignorance to the 
suggestion that there was a correspondence between the 
bank and the first party speaking to the fact that he was 
working in the baiik^ He denied the suggestion that the 
fim party was being enga^by the bank making payment 
of wages in different names so as to avoid his claim for 
240 days service. 

6 . As, against this, the first party examined himself 
as WWl and two witnesses as WW2 & WW3 and got 
marked one document at Ex. Wl. His statement in 
examination chief, r^evant, for the puqiose is that he 
joined the services of the management in the year 1992 
as a temporary Peon being engaged by the then branch 
manager of the bank Shri Basavaraj Salimath. He was 
beidg paid wages initially at the rate of Rs. 25 per day 
add woiked with the management continuously without 
any break in service. He worked up till August 2002 during 
which period one Mr. P. R. Kulkarni was the branch 
manager. He further stated that he was being paid wages 
taking his signature on vouchers without giving him etpes 
Of those receipts. He then referred to the letter dated 
22-12-1999 marked at Ex. Wl to show that there was a 
correspondence by the then branch manager with the 
higher ups disclosing the fact that the first party was 
working with the management all along. In his cross 
examination it was however, elicited there was no 
appointment letter as such issued in his favour and that 
his name was not sponsored through Employment 
Exchange. He denied the suggestion that at no time he 
worked with the management and that document produced 
by him was created one. The second witness for the first 
party is by name Shri K. Janardhana Thunga working 
with the management bank at M- G- Road Branch as a 
Computer Operator. His statement is to the effect that he 
is doing the job of Computer Operator since 1992 and he 
knew the first party since last 10 to 12 years working 
with the management at Gulbarga branch. He stated that 
as a General Secretary of the bank of Baroda Employees 
Union, he had been taking up the cause of the employees 
with the management and on several occasions he 
discussed the matter relating to the first party with the 
management bank fw regularisation of his services. In 
his cross examinatitm it was elicited that he has been the 
office bearer of the union as a Secretary for the last 20 
years. It was elicited that he knows the procedure of 
appointment of sub-staff and that the first party has not 
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gone through the said procedure. Hie 3rd witness for the 
first party is one ^nkatesh Arakalagudu and his 
affidavit reads to the effect the he was woriung with the 
management bank from 1981 to ?Q01 and was with the 
management Qulbuga Branch lietween 1990 and 1994. 
He stated that the first party was working as a Peon-cum- 
Attender in Gulbaiga toanch between 1992 and 2002, 
continuously. In his cross-examination he denied the 
suggestion that hC wns not the official of the management 
bank and that he did not weik at Gulbarga branch between 
the year 19^ and 1994. 

7. Now, therefore, in the light of the above, 
the following 3 points fall for consideration of this 
tribunal 

(i) Whether the first party worked with the 
management continuously for a period of 240 
days and more in any of the calendar year in 
the aforesaid period i.e. between 1-1-1992 and 
9 -8-2002 much less during the calendar year 
immediately preceding his alleged 
termination; 

(ii) If so, whether the action of tlm management 
in terminating the services of the first party 
amounts to illegal retrenchment and illegal 
termination vis-a-vis Section 2(oo) read with 
Section 25F of the ID Act; 

(ill) If so, to what relief the firA party is entitled 
for. 

8 . Learned counsel for the management in his 
arguments once again reiterated the various contentions 
taken by the management in its counter statement 
suggesting tfoit there W 2 |s no appointment of the first party 
preceded by following the recruitment rules much less 
his name being sponsored through Employment Exchange 
and therefore, he cannot maintain the present claim 
against the management. He nextly contended that the 
first party’s witnesses are not competent to speak to the 
services rendered by the first party with the management 
and therefore, this testimony not reliable. 

9. Wh^eas, the learned counsel for the first par^ 
argued that Che statement of the first party that he woriced 
with the management between 1992 and 2Q02 has been 
fully corroborated by the aforesaid oral evidence of his 
two witnesses as well as the document at Ex. Wl. His 
further contention was that no where in the counter 
statement, in the statement of MWl in his examination 
chief or Ity way of cross-examination of WWl, the 
management has denied the fiict of services of the first 
party being engaged by it between the above said period 
except to say that his name was not sponsored through 
Empfoyin^ Exdiange and that he w^ not selected under 
the Recruitment Rules by the Coh^tent au^rity. * 


10 . On going ttuough the records, I do not find 
substance in the arguments advanced for the second party. 
Before adverting upon the merits of the case, at the very 
outset; it is to be made clear that the first party 
undisputedty, was working with the management as a Peon 
On daily wage basis and that he was not the employee of 
the management bank either on temporary basis or on 
p^manent b^is following the recruitment rules by the 
competent authority or that his name was sponsored 
through emplp^nent exchange to be followed by interview 
and other procedure for the purpose of the aforesaid 
appointment. Thnofore, we have to proceed on the 
assumption that the first party was not a regular employee 
of the management bank on which point the management 
harped very much. Now, the only question in the first 
instance to be considered would be ‘whether as a daily 
wage worker the first party’s services were being engaged 
by the management bank continuously, during the 
aforesaid period much less during the 12 csdendar months 
immediately preceding his alleged termination’. As could 
be r^ fiom the very stand taken by the management in 
its counter statement and in the statement of MWl, 
nowhere the management in clear terms specifically and 
positively denied the claim/contention of the first party 
that he was in the services (ff the management in the 
aforesaid capacity ii^ from the year 1992 till 2002. As 
noted above, foe management in the counter statement as 
weU as forbugh the statement of its witness focused only 
on the point that the first party was not appointed either 
as a temporary or permanent emplc^ee following the 
recruitment rules and therefore, he cannot maintain the 
present claim. Theref%il^, neither in the counter statement 
nor in the statement of MWl there was a denial of the 
fact foat the services of the first party we^ being engaged 
by the management in between the aforesaid period: It is 
a^n interested to note that the aforesaid claim of the 
first party by way of his evidence before this tribunal again 
was not disput^ in his cross-examination before the 
management Here again the management was just content 
by making a suggestion to theffirst party that his name 
was not qwnsored tfoough the employment exchange for 
the purpose of recruitment by the management. No 
suggestion was made to this witness denyuig his statement 
that he worked with the management between the 
aforesaid periods all along continuously. No such 
sugge^ons iVere also made to the other two witnesses 
examined for the first party. Among the said two witnesses, 
WW2 namely, Shri Janaidhana Thunga was the very 
important and conqietent witness and according to his 
statement as noted above, he was working with the 
management bank since 1992 onwards as a Computer 
Operator and knew the first party from 10 to 12 years 
working as Peon in Gulbarga branch. Here again there 
Was no suggestion to this witness denying the aforesaid 
statement excq)t to elicit from his mouth that he has been 
the Secretary of the aforesaid employees union for about 
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riod OB 20 years and that he knew the recruitment 
i and prcoedure for appointment of sub staff. Apart 
I the aforesaid oral testimony, we have got one 
)rtant c anunent supporting the case of the first party 
Wl. ^rom the reading of the said document \^ch 
letter dit3d 22-12-1999 addressed by the Sr. Branch 
ger tc the Assistant General Manager, Karnataka 
on, Bi nk of Baroda, Bangalore, it is very much 
lied th It the then Sr. Manager wrote to the regional 
e aboi t the paucity of die staff with the branch 
emed i ij^ghting further the &ct that the services 
e first ] tarty were being engaged by the branch since 
ear 1992 onwards ahd that they were unable to engage 
contini tously for more than:5H) d^ and therefore, 
ig hiOi a break in between. The letter further 
iciated the sincere services rendered by the first party 
the coi ninitments he has got towards the family, 
efore, i rom the reading of the aforesaid letter, the 
inenes! cf which has not been dis^ted on behalf of 
nanage ment except maldiig a bald suggestion that 
irst par y created those documents, it is crystal clear 
IS on 22 -12-1999 when this oone^ndence h^pened 
irst par ly was very much wctckirtg with the branch 
:med a id he was being engaged ^ the management 
u ;h righ Irpm the year 1992. The v^ wordings of 
1 :tter iU tlier disclosed that the first party was being 

t break in service in between as the branch was not 
isitior to engage him continuously. Therefore, if at 
1 ere was any break in service it was an artificial break 
1 0 follow i the instructions of the Regional Office not 
i ^ge ar y sub staff continuously for a period of more 
W days. Therefore, in the l^t of the aforesaid oral 
(ocume ituy evidence there«uinot be any hesitation 
1 is tiibi nal to come to the ctpdusion t^t the first 
y having n tnked the management as a temporary 

sr aff on < lady wage basis continuously in between the 
992 ar d August 2002 ami therefore, it goes without 
n g that ] te worked with the management bank for a 
I i of 24() d^s in each of the ^eiular year much less 
r g the calendar year immediately preceding his 
H d term nation in the month of August 2002. There 
0 disput i or denial of the fact on the part of the 
a gemeni that the provision^ of Section 25F have not 
1.1 ;oinplu d with before the first parly was refused work 
u afores aid capacity. In the result, the action of the 
a cement certainly amounts to retrenchment as defined 
31 Sectio 1 2(oo) of the ID Act read with Section 25F 
Iki id At thereof Hence it being a case of illegal 
it chmen lantamounting to illegal termination, the 
)t 1 of the management terminating the services of the 
{arty is io be held as illegal and void ab initio. 

111. In tlie normal course when the termination is 
i 0 be illegal, the natural corollary would be the 
St itemen t of the workrhan. Ifowever, in the instant 
: nndispi] tedly the first party was working with the 


01 disput 


management on daily wage basij not being followed by 
the required procedure. Therefore, for such a casual worker 
it will not be justifiable for this tribunal to give relief of 
reinstatement that too, after a gap of more than 5 years 
from the date of termination till this day. 

12. Now, the next question to be considered would 
be about the relief of back wages. As could be read from 
the statement of the first party referred to supra, in the 
beginning of his services he was getting daily wages of 
Rs. 25. From the reading of ffie aforesaid letter at 
Ex. Wl, it is revealed that at the end of the year 1999 the 
first party was being paid daily wa^es of Rs. 40 as against 
his services being taken by this management bank. 
Therefore, if we consider the aforesaid income of the first 
party, his monthly income will come to Rs. 12,000 and 
the annual income will be around Rs. 15,000. He has been 
out of the service of the management for about a period of 
6 years as on today. Therefore, taking into consideration 
the aforesaid income of the first party and so also not 
ignoring the compensation he coidd have received under 
Section 25F of the ID Act, it appears to me that ends of 
justice will be met, if the first patty is paid a lump sum 
compensation of Rs.~ 1 lakh in lieu of his claim towards 
his reinstatement and other reliefs against the 
management. Ifonce the following Award : 

AWARD 

The management is directed to pay a sum of 
Rs. 1 lakh by way of compensation in lump sum 
towards his full and final settlement of the claim 
against it. Amount shall be paid within 3 months 
from the publication of this award or else the amount 
shall carry interest at the rate of 10 per cent per 
aimum till its realization. No costs. 

(Dictated to PA transcribed by her conected and 
signed by me on 11th February 20b8). 

A. R, SIDDIQUI, Presiding Officer 
ftetri), 27 Wit 2008 

639.—1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ «iRn7 % 

Hisvi SfraTTw ^ 

41/1995) ^ t, 

^ 27-2-2008 ^ «n I 

[1ET. q^-22012/558/l994-a!n^. «?K. (^-II)] 

New Delhi, the 27th February, 2008 

S.O. 639.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the avi^ (Ref. No. 41/1995) 
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of the Centtal GovenaBcxit lodostrial TniNxnal*cum- 


l^abofor Courts JaMpur as shown in tiie Annexuie in Uie 
Industrial U^tspute between the enq[>loyeis in r^^km tt> 
the managentent of WGL and dieir workman, which was 
received by |t|ie Central Govemment on 27>2>2008. 

[No. L-220l2/558/1994-IR(C-II)l 
AJ AY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 


after Ins retuni ftom leave. The mmagement all of a 
sudden tooka dedsioa lo go into aaenqiiiiy on 21*2-92 
uandcaHedffie wodcann JOD&cthe enqoiij^on 22-12-92 
widioiitgiviag fainraiQr pnoein&niiaikm mnl opportraity 
of hav iag an exp er iei Bed oowgriner. Inspite cf werkman's 
tspbiMdMai4md in spile of Innnng^good gnxnid^ his 
abseooe fromdu^du^deathr o f his aca^ Ac nuwwg e mq it 
took Ae cniet aoliott Of dismissal, ignoring* AS pringple 


ANNEXURE 

BtfO^ THE CENTRAL ^aVERNllENt 
nmUStRitAL TRIBUNAL-OIM-LABOUR 
COURT, JAB AlPUR 

No. C€TnLOl£/4i/95 

PIOISENT: 

Shri C M. Sii^h> l^restding Officer 

The Secretary, 

S.KM.S. (ATTUC), 

PostEMehia^ 

Distt .Chhittthinra ... Worirman/Union 

l^rsus 

The Manager, 

Nandan Mine No. 1, WCL, 

PostNandan, 

Distt. Chhindwara ... Management 

AWARD 

Passed on this 1st day of Febitriiy 200$ 

, • . i i' • ■ i ■ 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
vide its Notification No. L-22012/SS8/94-IR(C-II) dated 
16-2-95 has referred Ae following Aspirie for a^udicatiem 
by this tribunal; 

"^Whether Ae action of the management of Nandan 
Mine No. 1 of WCL, Kanhan Area, PO Nandan, 
Distt. Chhindwara (MP) in dismissing 
Shri OAuni^ S/o Feku, tub loader T.No. 782, 
Nandan Nfine No. 1 of WCL, Kai)|bmi Area from 
servioes w.e.f. 24-7-93 is jusASed ? If not to what 
relief Ae worker is entitled T 

2. The case of workman Shri Chhunilal in brief is 
asfollows. Tlmthewaswmkiiigasaperinatieattubloader 
at Nandim Colliery WCL. He was issued with a 
chargeAe^ in Ae monA March 1992 for his alleged 
absence firom service for more than 10 days without 
inform^on and sufficient cmise. It has been averted on 
behalf of Ae wc^cman that Aesakt diatgeaheet was issued 
te him withom ai^ provtsimi of law ^ Nandan CoAeiy 
has got no standing order. The mai&igenient on receipt of 
workman's sickness certificate, allowed him to join duly 


nf'OBincal ji^ioe as weU: as Ae pfordsioii of certified 
standingnrder apphoAiem WCL. The manageaMrittoA 
Ae afimtsajdactioBirfdisiiiiartri against AeworiEinanwiA 
a view fiir icduorion nf intt^wwer on a diiective: leder on 
a much later stage. Fbc Acaibove reason, Ae managemem 
becmaelm} rigid fooensiderAeseqiBst ofle^oomllation. 
The rnanagemeid had already CQBsideiied some cases of 
ooptmiwMs abfiBBoe foe mustateiBeiit hut i&case of Ae 
workman, Ae managemeitt took a ve^-bailfa and an 
exceptional rigid latitude. The managem^'s attempt and 
actidh being of a very cruel nature and also of being 
violative cf pripcqdes of nahnal justice fixr not oonsideiiiig 
the leaAoabl^snfficimit cause ^ even not ghing an 
qiiportuni^ fo ^ workman fiiither saying, it is 
pn^ed that the action hdcmi by Ae mBmspmthxeay be 
set aside and Ae wenkman be rdnstated m service wiA 
all back wages aadcenscqueiittal benefits. 

3.. Jhecaseqf Aemansymenlinbriefisasfoitows. 
Woikim Shri Chhimilai wasexD|^oyeda$ tid> loader and 
was an emidc^ee (^Nandan Colliery under WCL. Ever 
stnoekisappoihfiii^ hewasm Aehabitofbeiiig Asent 
witiMiniuAetisedteBve oraanctkmedfivm 
Autiiority. He was aksent vrithout any inUmation and 
wiAqA AeCoiBfimem AuAerity eversino^ 

25-12*9 l.Sihoe hewas conriiiOTMly absent fi^om 25-12- 
91 and was not attending to his official duties, a 
chargesheetefoted 11-3-92 was issued to him for Ae same. 
The said driotg&Aeet was served ^pfon Ae wenkman. Ihe 
workrtum repd^the same on^l3-3-9X Ifis repfy was not 
fiaind kAsficto^y thifttforii it wm decided to hold a DE 
against hiin. Vide letter dmed 16*^3-92, a detaUed miquiry 
was ordered against him. Shri P.S. D^lq>aride was 
^jpointedasEnquitytJffioer^ but due to some unavoidable 
ciicunritanoe^ Shri B. Prasad, Sr. P.O. was APbmted as 
Enqtdiy Officer to enqurre ihto Ae charges levelled against 
wmkn^ Shri Chhunital videieoer dated21-12-!^. The 
workman Shri Chhunil^ appeased and look part in Ae 
en^pify. The chaigesbeet was^reiifover to him and be 
had Acqpted tlmt he was on authorised leave from 
16-12-91 fin 7 days and after e?^iy (^aiffiKHised leave, 
Kedidnot mfeim Acmanagement regarding his sfckness. 
Ihe wmkman cohoemed fully participated in Ae enquiry 
and was altowed Ae assistaime his oo-worker Shri 
Sitaram Yadav. Workman ^ni Chhunilal cross-examined 
management's representative during the enquiry. 
Therririt^ Ae Eriqdhy QlBcm' sdbmhte^ findings 
hAitog Ae woikman guilty of Ae Aa^es tevdted^unst 
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jtlie basis of findings sulmiitted by the Enquiry 
Conqiete^ Author^ by order dated 12-7-93 
^jrroval to impose the punishment of dismissal 
\ rorkman was dismissed fimn service vide letter 
>7-93. The punishment was imposed on the 
on ^basis ofa pcopeityoonductedDE inwhich 
|:|ortunity was given to the workman for 
ig in iic enqniiy. The workman who is not 
in working and always remained absent 
rfsi^y is not a fit penon to be retained in service, 
iian was a habHwal absentee and has put in 
of only 35 diQrs in the year 1990, only 59 days 
1991,112 dajs in the year 1992 and 13 d^ 
1993. Undo' the above circumstances, the 
rhe management is fiilly justified and the 

« \i'ho was a habitual absentee is not entitled to 
v/hatsoever. 


^de order dated 3-7-07, the reference proceeded 
i igainst the wofionah. 

the reference proceeded ex parte against the 
iikman Pinion, there is no evidence on record bn behalf 
>rknta]iAJnion. 


^Iiri A.K. Shashi, Advocate for the management 
ihat the management has not to adduce any 
land therefore the evidence of mangement was 


liave heard Shri A<K. Shashi> Advocate learned 
i fi^r the management I have carefully gone through 
Since it is a no evidence case, th^efore the 
;nc^:serves to be deoidedin fovour of management 
agaiqsl the wodcman/Unkm without aiQ^ orders as to 


93/2001 ^ 

^ ^ 27-2-2008 ^ «n I 

[^. T?^-220l2/357/2000-3n^ 3TR 

New Delhi, the 27th i^ebruary, 2008 

S.O. 640.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 ^4 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes jthe award (Ref No. 93/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Jabalpur as shovim in the Annexure in tl^ 
Industrial Dispute between the ; employers in relation to 
the management of WCL and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 27-2-2008. 

fNo. L-22012/357/2000-IR (C-II)] 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, JABALPUR 


No. CGIT/LC/R/93/01 


PRESENT: 


Shri C.M. Singh, Presiding Officer 

The General Secretary, 

R.K.K.M.S. (INTUC), 

PO. Chandametta, 

Distt Chhindwara (M.P.) 


. Workman/Union 


Versus, 



% 


n view of the ^bove, the reference is answered 
of the managemeiit and against the workman/ 
fiuut ai^ orders as to costs holding that the action 
lagement of Nandan Mine No. 1 of WCL, 
^ea, PO Nandan, Distt Chhindwara (MP) in 
Shri Chhunilal S/o Fdcu, tub loader T.No. 782, 
ine No. 1 of WCL, Kanhan Area from services 
93 is justified and therefore the woficman is 
to any relief. 

ct the copies of the award to be sent to the 
it of India, Ministry bf Labour & Employment 

CM. SINGa Prtsiding Officer 
M 27 2008 

2 11. 640.— Pwie 3lf^PpPT, 1947 (1947 
T017 % Igft. 

' U)44»ld 


The General Mana^, 

WCL, Pench Area, 

P.O. Parasia, 

Distt. Chhindwara (M.P.) ... Management 

AWARD 

♦ 

Passed on this 29th day of January, 2008 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
vide its Notification No. L-22012/357/2000-IR (C-II) 
dated 28-5-2001 has referred the following dispute for 
adjudication by this tribunal; 

“Whether the action of the General Manager WCL, 
Pench Area, PO Parasia, Distt. Chhindwara (MP) 
in terminating the services of Sh. Shivram Bunkar, 
S/o Sh. Sewakram Bunkar, Stenographer of 
Personnel Department, G<M. Office, WCU Pench 
Area, PO Parasia, Distt. Chhindwara is legal and 
justified ? If not, what relief the woricman is entitled 
tor 
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2. In this case inspite ofsufficientseivioe of notice 
on woikntan/Umon, the WoiknuuVUnion has foiled to file 
statement of claim. 

3. The m^ihagement filed their Written Stateimmt. 
Their case in brief is as follows. Wmkman Shri Shivram 
Bunkar was working as stenogr^her in the Personnel 
Department, oflice Of General Manager, WCX. That he 
was imegular in service. He was a habitual absentee. He 
remained abseht from duty unauthorisely without any 
intimation, permission and sanctioned leave w.e.f. 
24>4-98 for w^Ch he was issued with a chaigesheet dated 
IS/19-5^1988 uhder Clause 26.30of fitan^ii^ Orders. He 
did not reply to the said chargesheet. However the 
management received a letter alleged to be written by 
Smt. Poonam Bunkar, wife of the workman. As no 
satisfoctoiy reply received from the workman DE was 
conducted against him into the charges. The cbar^ were 
fully established and proved against the worianan. The 
Enquiry Qfiicer submitted his'eoquiiy report holding the 
workman guilty of the charges. On theba^ c^the enquiry 
report, the Competent Authority termiiiat«l the services 
of Shri Shtvram Bmtkar, the workman.. The oiquiry was 
conducted legally and properly against the workmait The 
workman is not entitled to any relief iVhafooever. 

4. During the cpurse of proceedings, application 
No. 11 was fil^ by the management praying that the 
award be passed in teims of settlement a^ved at between 
the parties. A settlement deed was also filed along with 
the application. Shri A.K. Shashi, Advocate the counsel 
for management identified the signatures of Shri Bholu 
Singh Thakur, President ^iriJabbar Khan, X^cePresident 
of the Union and workman Shri Shivram Bunkar on the 
said settlemeilit de^. He also identified signature of 
Shri H.K. Singtt, Dy CPM and'T.R. Yadav, P.M. Peach 
Area of the maiiageiiietit on the settlement deed. 

5. I have very carefully gone through the terms' 
of setUeiuent which are pr<^ and legal and are as 
follows; 

(a) Agreed that Shri Shivram Bunkar will be re> 
eiimloyed as junior Stenogr^her in Clerical 
Gr. II. 

(b) Agreed that his performance during one year 
of his re-employment will be closety monitored 
and he diall be confinned in service only after 
his performance is found satisfoctoiy. 

(c) Agreed that on re-employment, he will be 
pos^ (outside of Pench Area) at Pathakheia 
Area. 

(d) Agr^ that period ofhis absent (from the date 
of termination to the date of joining at his new 
place of posting) will be treated as **DI£S- 
NOf4”. 


(e) Agreed that this fiiUy and fiiuilty settles the 

matter. ^ 

(f) Agreed that neitlier the workman nor any union 
shall raise this issue in any court of law. 

(g) Tliiswil] not be quoted as a precedence in other 
cases. 

6. In view of the settlement arrived at between the 
parties, the reference deserves to be answered in terms of 
settlement without any orders to costs. The reference is 
decided and t^ award is passed in toms of the above 
settlement without any otdm as to costs: 

7. Let the coy^ies of the award be sent to the 
Government of Iiidia, Mmistiy of Labour & Emplqyinent 
asperru^. 

CM. S1N<^ Presiding QfiKcer 
^ 27 2008 

m1947 (1947 
^14) ^ <1RIT7% 

44/1991) iSl IWilftra t, 
^ 27-2-2008 3IP« ^31! «n I 

[U iq^2201?/369/1990-3n^ SIR (^”H)] 

New Delhi, the 27th February, 200% 

S.O. pursutoice of Section 17 of the 

Industtial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), the Central 
Govenunent hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 44/ 
1991) of the C^entr^ Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour CkNUt, Jabalpur aa shown iit the Armexuie in the 
Industrial Dtspuie between the etitoktyers in relation to 
the iiiaimgeiiiem <^WCL arid their wmimum, whidi wss 
received by thoCentral (jovemment on 27-2-2008. 

[No. L-22012/369/1990-IR(CII)] 
AJ AY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

ra:FORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, JABALPUR 

No,CGIT/LC/R/44/91 \ 

Shri CM. Singh, Presiding Officer 

The Genera! Secretary, 

S.KMS. (AITUC), 

P.O. Chandametta, 

Distt. Chhindwara ' ... Workman/Union 


Versus 
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... Man^ment 





Passe 1 on this 29A of Januaiy, 2008 

Tttt CkiveriBxieQt of In^ ^nistiy 
Notii kaUon Na L-22dl2/369/90-IR (CoaMl) 
)<3-9 . has leferttd tlki dispute for 

1 y this tifoiattl : 

/heth ^ the action ofthe managemeitt of Manager, 
ufcri poiliery of Western Coalfields Ltd., 
o, Distt Ghhimiw^^^ in (hsndssii^ 
se^oesto Shii Ritiapi^S/oTulsi, l^ib loader, 
i (kdliety of WCL Kanban Area w.e.f. 
''.•Sf is proper imd>ist^led 7 If not to what 
th t said wodsnaa s entitled to ?*’ 

ihe ciise of wodonan^^ Ran^t/Sainyiikta 
Mazdo « Sangti in brief is an follows. Workman 
kmiirit, koder was annetive member of the 
lit o: The managenKot op the lookout to 
t^Bhcel eaiiersofthelfoimLAfi^andfforicated 
theet 1 rssi gtven to v f bti BBM tn Sim Ramprit on 
. The wmkman aolMiBtled ai^ a 
' eooi pdtitttagamsHni^aoopyt^the statement 

( my, list of witnesses and other material 
which ohaEgBSsntifii^Sanied be given to 
genmit ’njemanagement with a view to 
rnuiy to the workman fo defend himself 
ctedandhKpBtibenl^y andender dated 
wsal ol^RPOilmienfoMnth&sacvv^ 
no proper netieeofthoenqut^ was given 
No o p p otiimi ty e<HSBees*«aiHiiBag the 
wiisigivmt to him.' Np^vpRpral of competoit 
«7 was 1 ^cen bdlMOtorminolBig hfe servfces. The 
enqutiy report was not groen to the wockmaii. 
awarded to fesBittoSpehTepoti is illegal, 
t tie eni lire t^ion was p^planned by the 
ment.' ne wt^cman is entitied for retnstatement 
i» with alt back wt^andoonsetiuentia! benefits. 

The c tseof the man^Binentinbrief is as follows. 
usddiiK orotwoiiEmaawmwodcfogasaloaderat 
(kdlier' Ibtfore his diaatimid feoBti service on 
Tha for certain smos acts of misconduct 
to VC'been ctmunitted^by him, he was 
Considerh^theseriQOBness of the alleged 
nduct he ivas placed undor snspensiem pending 
y{ The v ockman was adeed to sdnmt his written 
aktion to the charges'^levelled a^tnst him. 
* ' was; suit to Inm tfaroai^ the peon, but he 
lu i«ikeits dehveiy Tbeieforotlie same was sent 
..AD p >$t to his address w^h was dso returned 
p^al dr partment with thexemaxks *"Lene se inkar, 
’. [The ch irgesheet, therefore, was pifohshed in the 


local paper. Since the dtaxges were of veiy serious nature, 
the Departmental Enqiliiy was inevitable, the collieiy 
manager vide its letter dated 3-10-89 referred the matter 
to a dqiaitmental enquiry appointing Shri PG. Jahagirdar, 
Dy. Personnel Manager, Kanhan Area as the Enquiry 
Officer. The workman deliberately refused to participate 
in the enquiry therefore the enquiry proceeded ex parte 
against him. Workman Shri Rmnr^t was dismissed on 
proven misconduct after foir and proper enquiry. He is 
not entitled to any relief. 

4. Mde oidM’ dated 6-11-06, passed on the order 
sheet of this reference proceeding, tho lefi^nce proceeded 
ex parte against the woikmanAJnion. 

5. As the case proceeded ex parte against the 
worknumAJnion, there is no evidence on record on bdlialf 
of workman/Union. 

6. The management in ordeT to prove their case 
filed affidavit of their witness Shri P.K. Tripathi, then 
working as Sr. Persormel Officer in WCL, Sukri Colliery 
c^Kanhatr Area. 

7. 1 have heard Shri A.K. Shashi, Advocate learned 
coun^i for the management. I have very carefully gone 
through the evidence on record. 

8. The case of the management is fully 
establishment from the uncontrovertCd and unchallenged 
affidavit of their witness Shri P.K. Tripathi Therefore 
the reference deserves, to be decided in fovour of the 
mana^ment and against the wotkmajn/Union without any 
orders as to costs. 

9. In view of the above, the reference is answered 
in fovour of the marmgement mtd <^^5t the wcHkman/ 
Unkm without any mders as to a>sts holding tluti the action 
of the ina^gement Manager, Sukri Colli^, Western 
Ctxilfields Ltd., Junnardeo, Distt. Qhhindwara (MP) in 
disimssi^g from services to Shri Ramprit S/o Tulsi, Tub 
ioa^,'SidEri Colliery of WCL Kanhan Area w.e.f 
11-12-89^ is proper arid justified aiid consequently the 
woikman is not entitled to any relief. 

10. l^t the copies of the award be sent to the 
Government of India, Ministry of Labour & En^loyment 
as per rules. 

C.M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 
28 95^31, 2008 

642,~ 5MP | c|> fo qn; 1947 (1947 

^ 14) ^ ^ 17 % 

% 

388/2004) ^ W) 

f, ^ 28-02-2008 ^ 3tr<T «IT I 

[•ri, T?er-420l2/9/200(>-3(n^ ^ (#-n) ] 
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* New Delhi, the 28th February, 2008 

S.O. 642.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the (Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 388/ 
2004) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-ciun- 
Labour Court, Ahmedabad as shown in the Annexure in 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of CPWt) and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Goveniment oh 28-2-2008, 

[No. L-42012/9/2000-IR (C-U)] 
AJAY KUMAR GAUR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURfe 

BEFORE SHRI B.L, KAZI, B.SC, 
PRESIDING OFFICER, central 
GOVERNMENT INDVSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT AT AHMEDABAD 

Reference (C.G.LT.A.) No. 388 of 2004 

Old Reference (LT.C.) No. 42 of 2001 

BETWEEN ; 

C.P.W.D. Central Electric Division 
2nd Floor^ Kendriya Nirmal Sadan, 

Near CH-3, Circle, Sector-lO-A^ 

Gandhinagar ... First Party 

AND 

Smt. Shrikumari Menon, 

793/2, Jagruti Park, 

Sector-30, 

Gandhinagar ... Second Party 

appearances : 

Shri R.S. Munshi for the First Party 
Shri G.K. Rathod for the Second Party 

AWARD 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
has referred this Industrial dispute between the above 
parties by their order No. L-42012/9/2000-IR (C-II): dated 
01 -06-2001 to this Tribunal for adjudication. The Schedule 
is as under: 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of C.P.W.D. 
(Electric Division) Ahmedabad, in terminating/ 
discounting the services of Smt. Shri Kumari 
Memon w.e.f 01-07-1992 without any notice and 
compensation is legal and justified ? If not to what 
relief she is entitled to ?” 

2. A notice was issued to the Second Party to file 
the Statement of Claim. The Second Party has submitted 


a statement of claim by Ex. 7. The brief facts are that she 
has been appointed as Stenographer in Central PW.D. 
Electric Division, Shahpur, Ahm^bad w.e.f 17-1-1997. 
She has worked up to 30-6-1992 as per the ofl^ce order 
and work order. It is the practice of issuing the work order 
on a later date. On 1-7-1992 she reported for duty, but not 
allow to work and verbally asked to go back till further 
order is issued. By letter dated 8-9-1992 she was informed 
that the matter has been referred for approval. She 
requested for reinstatement vide letter dated 3-9-1992. 
She same to know that interviews are conducted on 
24-2-1997 for recruiting Stenographer, she made 
representation to consider her name for appointment as 
she has worked as a Stenographer for more than 3-1/2 
years. She was asked to submit the O.B.C. certificate as 
the vacancy is reserved for O.B.C. She demanded.equal 
pay for equal work, the services were not temporary or 
seasonal nature. She was marking her attendance in the 
muster and was paid directly by the employer. The 
working hours were fixed with recess time. She was paid 
basic + D.A, + H.R.A. + C.C.A. and was required to do 
the work. Thus, it is piayed that the termination of the 
Second Party is illegal and unjust and she may be 
reinstated with continuity of service and with back wages. 

3, A notice was issued fo the First Party to file 
written statement. The First Party has submitted written 
Statement by Ex. 10. The brief facts are that the post of 
Stenographer does not fall under the category of workman 
and Industrial Disputes Act is not applicable. The 
workman submitted an application before the Central 
Administrative Tribunal and it was withdrawn. The 
reference is untenable, misconceived and requires to be 
rejected. All the statements and allegations are denied. It 
is not true that the workman was appointed on 18-1-1989, 
It is for the payment of remuneration to the applicant as 
Stenographer on per day contract basis and it is not an 
appointment order. Her engagement was made through 
work orders issued from time to time for specific period 
and it is a contract between the parties. The rate given to 
the workman is as per Minimum Wages Act. The work 
order was for specific period of 3 months. It is not a 
retrenchment. The recruitment of Stenographer in 
C.P.W.D, is governed by the recruitment rules frame by 
Government of India Ministiy of works housing dated 
March, 1972 and it is by selection and at a regional basis 
through a test in Stenography and typewriting. The 
recruitment is now by Staff Selection Commission. The 
first party did not get silitable candidate for the period 
1989 to 1992 from Staff Selection Commission, hence, 
the work of Stenographer was got done on a contract 
basis and she has accepted the work order. On 17-11-1992 
the post was filed by transfer. The vacancy was reserved 
for O.B.C. and the N.OlC. was given by Staff Sdection 
Commission to the first party. Accordingly; the requisition 
the candidates from the Employment Exchange letter 


885 Gl/08—18 
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dited 26-|M997 on knowing this, she made a request by 
letter dat^ 18-3-1997. After due consideration, it was 
inlformeq to her that the post is reserved for O.B.C. 
category j ind she can apply, if she belongs to that categoiy. 
Sljie did not respond to the letter. Thus, she failed to avail 
thfe oppdrtunity. Finally, Kumari P, Radha Sailaja a 
cajndidaU recommended by Staff Selection Commission, 
w^s appointed to the post by office memo dated 
lt-2-199? and she continued in the post till date. Thus, 
shje has n) light to claim regularization or for recruitment 
od the po tt with continuity of service and it is prayed that 
rejference s tiall be rejected with cost. 

I 

I 4. The Second Party has submittefl list of 
lentary evidence with the statement of claim. The 
levant ((xmments are office order of C.P.W.D. dated 18th 
luaiy, i 9 89, order for work dated 31 -7-1989, woric order 
jted 12' 12-1989, work order dated 21-05-1990, work 
oiper dalscl 14-11-1990, work order dated 27-04-1992, 
wbrk orck r dated 21-01-1992, work order dated 274-1992, 
a letter dit^ 27-2-1997 written to ALC, Ahmedabad, a 
letter written by Section Cifficer dated 30-6-1992, a letter 
written br lExecutive Engineer, C.P.W.D. dated 5-9-1992 
aijd a repi eientation dated 3-3-1997, letter of the Executive 
E^igineer dated 8-7-1997 and lG-6-1991 and the copy of 
th^ letter dated 11-5-1990 written by Deputy Director 
(/[dminii tration). 

' 5. 3y Ex. 15, the SecondParty has submitted a list 

of docun ent which is an Award in Reference-57/1991 
ar d 67/lti91. 

I I 

6. The First Party has submitted his documentary 
evjidence list by Ex. 17 which are 17/1 to 17/9 which are 
e?|htbited as Exts. 18 to 26 respectively. 

7. jriie Second Party was examined by Ex. 16 and 
th j Secoiid Party closed his evidence by Ex. 27. The First 
Pj rty ex^ined Shri \^jendrasinh Amar^inh by Ex. 28 
ar d the rarst Party closed its evidence by Ex. 30. 

i 8. pr;iie Second Party has submitted a written 
ar^men^. The main gist are that the second party has 
worked fhm 18-1-1989 to 30-6-1992 continuously. She 
hqs conipleted 240 days in each year. Section 25 is 
ai^licable. The Second Party has submitted the work 
orders and iwo awards i.e. in Reference lTC-57/1991 and 
njC-67/ip91. The oral evidence of second party is there. 
The first |party Shri Vrrendrasinh. The termination is a 
retrenchihent. Fixed appointment cannot be given. The 
firjst partjj failed to prove that the working was for specific 
pdriod f4r specific work. She was not working as a 
coritractoi* but she was working as a workman of the first 
p^rty. Tl^ break is erroneous. Looking to the award in 
Riferenc^ rrC-57/91 and 67/91. It is clear that the Second 
Party is enlitled for the reinstatement with continuity of 
seivice aqd with back wages. The action of the first party 
is 'an exploitation and unfair labour practice and due to 


the award in these two references, she was victimized and 
she was terminated. In work order the pay has been fixed. 
Thus, it is not a contract but it is an employment. Miss 
Radha Sailaja has been appointed from 17-2-1999. She 
relies on 2000(1) LLJ page-701 SC and 2003(3) LLJ 
page-1081. Thus, the second party is entitled for the 
reinstatement with continuity of service and with back 
wages. 

9. Heard the representative Shri Munshi on behalf 
of the First Party. It is submitted by him that the second 
party has worked on contract basis and it was not a regular 
appointment but it was a stop-gap arrangement. The 
vacancy arose was for O.B.C. hence, she was not entitled 
to in that categoiy so she was not taken back. Thus, the 
order of the first party is legal and just and the second 
party is not entitled for the reinstatement with continuity 
of service and back wages as her appointment is not as 
per rules and law. Not only that, it does not amount 
violation of section 25F of the ID Act. 

10. Looking to the submissions of the parties and 
looking to the materials on record, the following issues 
are to be decided for my consideration. 

ISSUES: 

(A) Whether the second party proves that he has 
worked for 240 days preceding 12 months of 
termination i.e. 1-7-1992 ? 

(B) Whether the concerned workman proves that 
the action of the management of CPWD 
Electric Division, Ahmedabad in terminating/ 
discontinuing service of Smt. Shrikumari 
Menan w.e.f 1-7-1992 without any notice and 
compensation is illegal and unjust ? 

(C) Whether the second party is entitled for the 
reinstatement with continuity of service ? 

(D) What order about the back-wages ? 

(E) What final order ? 

11. My answer to the above issues are as under as 
per the reasons given below : 

ANSWERS: 

(A) Yes. 

(B) ‘ Yes. 

(C) No, but the second party shall be awarded a 
lumpsum compensation of Rs. 10,000. 

(D) No award about badk wages. 

(E) As per final order of the Award. 

REASONS 

12. If we peruse the documents submitted by the 
Second Party, it is clear that her first engagement was on 
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18th Januaiy, 1989 by office order till further order. Thus, 
she has worked at the fixed rate per day on contract basis, 
but there is no evidence to show that for how many days, 
she has worked. Again the work order was issued on 
31-7-1989 and it was for 80 days. On 12-12-1989 a work 
order for 75 days was issued on contract basis at Rs. 50 
per day and on 21-5-1990 a work order for 75 days was 
issued and on 14-11-1990 a work order for 75 days was 
issued. However, looking to the work orders dated 
31-8-1991, 21-1-1991 and 27-4-1992, it was not a daily 
rated contract but she was appointed on salary basis i.e. 
her basic pay of Rs. 1200 + D.A. +H.R.A. + CCA Thus, 
it is proved that she has worked for 10 months in this 
capacity i.e. on salary basis. Now, if we peruse the work 
orders dated 31-8-1989, 21-1-1992 and 17-4-1992, the 
terms and conditions are mentioned in the work orders. 
Thus, these terms and conditions are similar to the regular 
employees which show that she was not on daily rated 
contract basis for this 10 months. 

13. Thus, it is clearly proved that preceding 12 
months of the date of termination, she has worked for 10 
calendar months and she has completed 240 days before 
the date of termination. It is clear that the appointment 
was for temporary period and not as per the procediue 
prescribed by the Department. It is also clear that her 
appointment was a stop gap arrangement as the vacancy 
was not filled by the departmental candidate. It is also 
clear that the post on which she was working, was of a 
reserved category i.e. O.B.C. category and she does not 
belong to that category as per her admission. Thus, looking 
to the evidence of the parties, it is clear that the 
termination of the second party is in clear violation of 
Section 25-F of the LD. Act though her appeantment was 
not as per the rules. After the termination, regular 
employee Shri Parmar was posted in place of the Second 
Party. However, it was the duty of the first party to follow 
Section 25-F of I.D. Act bdbre the termination because a 
termination of the Second Party comes within the 
definition of retrenclunent. It is true that the selection is 
done by Staff Selection Commission for the post of 
Stenographer and she was not selected by Staff Selection 
Commission. Though she has written a letter on 8-7-1997, 
reply was given by the first party that the post is reserved 
for O.B.C. category. 

14. The second party has raised dispute after much 
delay. The dispute was referred on 1-6-2001 while the 
terminatioii was on 1-7-1992. Hence, looking to the 
judgment of the Gujarat High Court in Menon v. High 
Court of Gujarat, it is not advisable to reinstate the second 
party to her original post with continuity of service. It is 
also clear that her emplcyment was a back door entry 
and not as per procedures and rules prescribed by tl^ 
Department. She was not selected by Staff Selection 
Commission. Hjence, the appointment is itself illegal. In 
Union of Indiav. S.S, Kothyal 1998(8) SCC 682, the Apex 


Court held that there was no occasion to challenged his 
non-promotion after 8 years. In the present case also 
reference has been made after 9 years. Thus, there is a 
delay and latches on the part of the second party, hence, 
she is not entitled for the reinstatement. In L.I.C. of India 
v. Jyotishchandra Biswas 2000-U LU 1030, it was held 
by the Apex Court that delay of 6 years in making 
challenge to the order of termination from the service was 
fatal. A similar view was also expressed in case of 
Rajbhushan Gandhi v. Secretary, liaiyana State Electricity 
Board, 1994(1) LLJ, 88. Thus, looking to this judgment 
of the Supreme Court there is a delay and latches on the 
part of second party and she is not entitled for the 
reinstatement. Thus, in the public employment, the 
appointment shall be according to the rules and procedure 
prescribed by the regulations and it should be regular, 
recruitment. In the present case, the appointment is not 
regular appointment. In State of Punjab v. Jagdipsinh 
AIR 1964 SC page 521, it was held that a Government 
servant has no light to post or to a particular status when 
he has not been validly appointed to the post. The 
Contraetbr, Institute of Mana^ment Development, U.P. 
v. Pusl^ Shrivastava, 1992 SCC (L&S) page 761 it was 
held that the appointment was purely on ad hoc basis on 
consolidated pay for a fixed peri^ and terminable without 
notice. The appointee has no right to continue in the post. 
The only relii^ granted that the appointee* be permitted 
on sympathetic consideration to be continued in service 
till Ute end of the calendar year. Thus, the ^pointment of 
the second party was not as per the regulation and it was 
for a specific period, the second party is not entitled for 
the reinstatement to the post with continuity of service. 

15. As the first party has not observed Section 
25-F before the termination and the second party is not 
reinstated, it is necessary that she should get a lumpsum 
compensation for the illegal and unju^ act of the first 
party. Thus, there was no compliance of Section 25-F, 
hence, the termination is illegal. Looking to this fact, the 
second patty is not entitled for the back wages firom the 
date of termination as there is no reinstatement but she is 
entitled for the lumpsum compensation of Rs. 10,000. 

16. Looking to this observation, I her^ pass the 
following order. 

ORDER 

The reference is partly allowed. The First Party is 
hereby directed to pay a lumpsum compensation of 
Rs. 10,000 in lieu of reinstatement & back wages to the 
Second party within 60 days from the receipt of the order. 
The First party is also herd>y directed to pay Rs, 1000 as 
a cost of this reference. 

Date: 24-11 -2005 B.I. KAZI, Presiding Officer 

Place: Ahmedabad 
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; 'm. 643.—airfvPm, 1947 (1947 

■TJFfn W W ^ TWSWl 31R 4>H4>KI ^ 

ailtHPictJ [qqn^'^f 3llalP|oh 

43/1995) ^ Wl%c1 

t, ^ ^ 26-02-2008 ^ 3ir<T ^3TT «n I 

1 [U 1^^-12012/^2/1994-3n^. 3m. (^-I)] 

i i 

] 3T^m 3**1K, 3if^cfj|^ 

Mew Delhi, the 29th February, 2008 

I S.O 643,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Eisputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), theGentral 
Go^emmen;; hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 43/ 
19^5) of til e Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
La^K>ur Court, Bhubaneswar as shown in the Annexure 
in jthe Incustrial Dispute between the management of 
Ko^aput Fanchabati Gramya Bank, and their workman, 
wiikch W 2 S received by the Central Government on 

26|2-200i 

[No. L-12012/52/1994-IR (B-I)] 

I AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

; - ANNEXURE 

Industrial tribunal ; Bhubaneswar 
PI^SENtr 

Sri Srikarjta Nayak, OSJS (Sr. Branch), 

Presiding Officer, Industrial Tribunal, 

Bhjubaneswar. 

Industrial Dispute Case Na 43 of 1995 (Central) 

i i 

I Datep, Bhubaneswar, the 16th February, 2008 

b$twe(n 

i i 

Thp Management of Chairman, 

Ko^aput Fanchabati Gramya Bank, 

Hepd Office, Jeypore, At/P.O. Jeypore, 


Diitt. Kohaput-764 001 
And 

Their workman Sri A. Mina Rao, 
AtfP.O. Kiijsndri, via : Gunpur, 

Diitt. Raypgada (Orissa) 

APPEARANCES 

Sri J. Patiiaik, Advocate 


—First Party 
Management 


-Second Party 
Workman 


Sri B.C. Bastia, Advocate 


—For the First 
Party—Management 

—For the Second 
Party—Workman 


1. The Govenunent of India, in the Ministry of 
Labour in exercise of powers conferred upon them by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section (2 A) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947) had referred the following dispute for 
adjudication vide their Order No. L-12012/52/94-IR (B.I.) 
dt. 19-7-95 

“Whether the refusal of employment to Sri A. Mina 

Rao, Part-time Sweeper-cum-Messenger of Kujendri 

Branch ofKoraputPanchabati Gramya Bank is legal 

and justified? If not, to what relief Shri A. Mina 

Rao is entitled to?” 

2. Initially, under the Award dated 01-06-2000 the 
claim of the second party—workman was allowed but in 
O.J.C. No. 9127 of 2000 the Hon’ble Court remanded the 
matter with a direction to determine whether the workman 
had worked for 240 days and to give a chance to the parties 
to adduce evidence. After remand neither party adduced 
any evidence. 

3. The case of the second party (hereinafter referred 
to as the ‘ workman’) is that he was appointed as a Sweeper 
in the year 1977 and he was working regularly till 
20-8-86, when his service was terminated. Initially, he 
was getting Rs. 90/- per month which was subsequently 
increased to Rs. 300/- per month. He worked continuously 
on each year and without any reason on 20-8-86 the 
Manager asked him not to work and terminated his service. 
He appealed to the authorities but nothing happened. So, 
he raised an industrial dispute and after failure of 
conciliation, the matter was referred to this Tribunal for 
adjudication. 

4. The case of the first party (hereinafter referred 
to as the ‘management’) is that the workman is not a 
permanent employee and he was appointed on a stop gap 
arrangement. The workman was involved in many 
fraudulent practices which hanipered the interest of the 
Bank and in August 86 he left the service voluntarily. 
Since his service was continuously required a Sweeper 
was appointed in his place. The Bank Manager is not the 
competent authority to make any appointment. Since the 
workman was a temporary employee, no proceeding was 
required to be instituted against him abandoned his 
service. The reference is not maintainable and the 
workman is not entitled to any relief. 

5. On the aforesaid pleadings of the parties, the 
following issues were framed :-p 

ISSUES 

(1) Whether the refusal of employment to Sri A. 
Mina Rao, Part-tiin': Sweeper-cum-Messenger 
of Kujendri Branch of Koraput Fanchabati 
Gramya Bank is legal and justified? 
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(2) If not, to what relief Shri A. Mina is entitled 
to? 


(3) Whether the second party-workman was 
engaged under the first party-management 
continuously for a period of240 days preceding 
the date of his termination or on a stop gap 
basis or against any post? 

6. The management examined one witness in 
support of its case and the workman also examined one 
witness in support of his case. 

Issue Nos. 1 and 3 ; 

7. The burden lies on the workman to prove that he 
worked continuously for 240 days in a calendar year. In 
the decision reported in 2005 (105) FLR (S.C.) Page-383 
(Bank of Baroda Vrs. Ghemarbhai Haqibhai Rabari), their 
Lordships held tlmt ''while there is no doubt in law that 
the burden of proof thata claimant was in the employment 
of the Management, primarily lies on the workman who 
claims to be a workman. The degree of such proof so 
required, would vary from case to case.” In another 
decision reported in 2006 (108) FLR (S.C.) page-213 
(RM. Yellatti Vrs. Assistant Executive Engineer), their 
Lordships l^d that “the burd6n of proof is on the claimant 
to’show that he had worked for 240 days in a given year. 
This burden is box, This burden is discharged upon the 
workman adducing cogent evidence, both oral and 
documentary. In cases of termination of services of daily 
wages earner, there will be no letter of appointment or 
termination. There will also be no receipt or proof of 
payment.” 

8. W. W. No. 1 deposed that on 3-9-87 he joined in 
the Koraput Panchabati Gramya Bank and he was getting 
a salaiy of Rs. 90 per month which was increased to 
Rs. 300 per month and his duty was from 7 A.M. to 5 
PM, On 20-8-$6 his service was terminated and he was 
woiking continuously till 20-8-86 and no notice was served 
on him before his termination nor any compensation was 
paid to him. Exts. 1 and 2 are the Account slips relating 
to the years 1984 to 1986 which show that the workman 
was working there and receiviiig salary, ^xts. 3 and 4 
are the letters which reveal that the workman was 
sponsored from the Emplc^ment Exchange and he was 
asked to submit application in proper form and Ext. 5 is 
the letter address^ to the Conciliation authority by the 
Bank which indicates that the workman was removed from 
service. These documents Exts. 1 to 5 and the oral evidence 
of the workman establish that he was working from 1977 
till 1986 corrtinuously, 

M. W. No. 1 deposed that he joined the Bank in the 
year 1983 and worked there for three years and the 
workman was working in the Bank as a part-time Sweeper- 


cum-Messenger alongwith two others and getting a daily 
wage of Rs.lO and his engagement was stop gap. This 
evidence of M.W. No. 1 reveals that the workman was 
working prior to 1983 i.e., before his joining and he 
continued to work till 1986 but he contradicted his own 
version by admitting in his cross-examination that under 
Ext. 5 he intimated to the Conciliation Officer that the 
service of the workman was terminated on account of series 
of acts of misconduct. Though it is asserted that the 
workman was guilty of misconduct, no instance of 
misconduct was mentioned in the written statement nor 
M,W. No. 1 deposed about the same. So, it cannot be 
believed that the workman was removed frorar service as 
he was guilty of misconduct. The oral evidence and the 
admission of M.W. No. 1 and Exts. I and 2 taken together 
establish that the workman was working with the Bank 
for more than 240 days and the job which he was doing 
was continuous one as admitted by M. W. No. 1. 

Thus, Issue Nos. I and 3 are answered in favour of 
the second party-workman. 

Issue No. 2: 

9. W.W. No. 1 has not deposed that he was not 
^niully employed after his termination from service. As 
^ch, he is not entitled to the back wages. It is true that 
the evidence shows that the workman had worked 
continuously for more than 240 days but that is not 
sufficient to order for his reinstatement. In the decision 
reported in 2007 (114) FLR (S.C.) page-204 (Hindustan 
Aeronautics Ltd. Vrs. Dan Bahadur Singh & other), their 
Lordships held that “it is well settled that only because a 
person had been working for more than 240 d^s, he does 
not derive any legal right to be 2005 (104) ]^R (S.C.) 
page-999 (Manager, Reserve Bank of India Vts. S. Mani), 
their Lordships have that “in law 240 days of continuous 
service by itself does not give rise to a claim of p«manency. 
Section 25-F provides for grant of compensation if a 
workman is sought to be retrenched in violation of the 
conditions referred to therein.” 

In the case in hand, the evidence of the workman 
and so also of M.W. No. 1 reveals that a substitute was 
already appointed in place of the workman, and the Bank 
Manager is not competent to give a permanent job. At the 
same time the evidence reveals that the service of the 
workman was terminated without paying any 
compensation. As such, he is entitled to get a 
compensation amounting to Rs. 30,000 (Rupees thirty 
thousand only) in lieu of reipstatement and the first party- 
management is directed to pay the same within two months 
from the date of publication of the Award. 

Issue No. 2 is answered accordingly. 

SRDCANTA NAYAR, Presiding Officer 
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Ne^ Delhi, the 29th February, 2008 

l|i.O. 644.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
IndustHal Diroutes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Goverjunent hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 279/ 
2006) if the cir.tral Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Laboui Courtl limakulam as shown in the Annexure in 
Industrial Diroute between the employers in relation to 
the m^nagemer.t of Allahabad Bank and their workman, 
whichj was received by the Central Government on 
28-2-2)008, ^ 


I [No. L-12012/88/1995-IR(B-II)] 

! RAJINDER KUMAR, Desk Officer 

i ANNEXURE 

IN TRIE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
rjlDUSlRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
; COURT, ERNAKULAM 

Present: Sljri PX. Norbert, B.A., LXB., Presiding 
! ! Officer 


|(Wednds<lay the 20th day of February 2008/ 
, 1st Phalguna 1929) 


' LD. 279 of 2006 

i 1 

(I.D. 2^/1996 of Laboiu Court, Emakulam) 


Union 

1 i 

r i 

The Joint Secretary, 

Allahabad Bank Staff Union, 

C/o Allahabad Bank, P.B. No. 210, 
V/848, Palace Road, 

Kochi-682 002. 

i 

By Adv. Sri Ashok B. Shenoy. 

Management, 

! 

1. The Regional Manager, 
Allahabad Bank, 

Regional Office, 

\^irom complex, 

Sree Thyagaraja Road, 

T. Nagar, Chennai-17. 


By Adv. M.P.R. Nair & Adv. 
Devan Ramachandran. 


2. Sri M.A. Urtnikrishnan, 

Special Assistant, Allahabad Bank, 
Palace Road, Kochi-682 002. 
(Additional party impleaded 
as per order dated 10-04-2000 in 
M.P. 320/99 of Labour Court, 
Emakulam). 


By Adv. C. Anil Kumar. 

This case coming up for heating on 20-02-2008, 
this Tribunai-cum-Labour Court on the same d^ passed 
the following. 


AWARD 

This is a reference under Section 10(l)(d) of 
Industrial Disputes Act. The reference is: 

(a) “Whether the action of the Regional Manager, 
Allahabad Bank, Madras in depriving Spl. 
Asstt. promotion to Shri A.G. Shenoy, Cochin 
branch is justified? 

(b) If not, what relief he is entitled to?” 

2. The parties entered appearance and filed their 
pleadings. Thereafter evidence was adduced. Meanwhile 
an attempt was made to settle the dispute, but did not 
succeed. When the case was posted for hearing the learned 
counsel for the union filed a memo to the effect that the 
claim in the I.D. is not pressed and the union does not 
intend to proceed with the dispute. The same is recorded. 
In the light of the fact that the union has no more claim 
against the management it is enough to pass an award 
approving the action of the management. 

In the result, an award is passed finding that the 
action of the Regional Manager, Allahabad Bank, Madras 
in denying Special Assistant promotion to Shri A.G. 
Shenoy, Cochin branch of the bank is legal and justified 
and the worker is not entitled for any relief. 

Dictated to the Personal Assistant, transcribed and 
typed by her, corrected and passed by me on this the 20th 
day of February, 2008. 


P.L. NORBERT, Presiding Officer 


APPENDIX 

Witness for the workman 

WWl — 09-07-2003 Sri Unnikrishnan M.A, 

Witness for the Management 

—Nil— 


» 
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Exhibits far the workman 


W1 

— 09-01-95 

Letter No. RO/ADM/057 issued 
by the mahagement to the ALC, 
•Emakulam. 

W2 

— 06-02-95 

Copy of representation 
submitted by union before the 
ALC, Emakulam. 

W3 

— 10-02-95 

Failure of conciliation Report 
sent by the^ ALC, to the 
government. 

W4 

— 07-02-95 

Minutes cf Joint discussion held 
before the ALC, Emakulam. 

W5 

— 02-11-93 

Letter issued by the 
management to Sri A.G. 
Shenoy. 

W6 

— 20-08-93 

Copy of representation 
submitted by Sri. A.G. Shenoy 
to the Regional Manager the 
Management. 

W7 

— 30-08-93 

Copy of representation 
submitted by Sri A G. Shenoy 
to the Regional Manager of the 
Management. 

W8 

— 30-08-93 

Copy of representation 
submitted by Sri. A.G. Shenoy 
to the Chairman and Managing 
Director of Management Bank. 

W9 

— 08-08-94 

Copy of representation 
submitted by Sri A.G. Shenoy 
to the Regional Manager of the 
Management Bank. 

WIO 

— 28-08-93 

Letter sent by the General 
Secretary of All India Allahabad 
Bank employees to Co¬ 
ordination committee to 
Shri AG. Shenoy. 

W-ll 

— 16-09-93 

Letter sent by the General 
Secretary of Allahabad Bank 
Employees Union to Shri A.G. 
Shenr^. 

W-12 

— 28-05-92 

Copy of Letter sent by Sri. M.A. 
Unnikrishnan to the Regional 
Manager, Allahabad Bank. 

W^13 

_ 11-06-92 

Photostat cqjy of letter issued 
by the Regionaf Manager to the 
Manager, Emakulam. 

W-14 

— 12-11-92 

Photostat copy of letter issued 
by Sri M. A. Unnikrishnan to the 
Manager of Management Bank. 

W-15 

— 07-01-93 

Photostat copy of minutes of 
special industrial relations 
meeting between the 


Management and Allahabad 
Bank Employees Union. 

iW-16 — 25-08-93 Photostat copy of letter sent by 
Sri M.A. Unnikrishnan to the 
Regional Manager. 

W-I 7 , — 27-10-93 Photostat copy of letter issued 
by the Regional Manager to the 
Branch Manager, Emakulam. 

Exhibits for the management 


Ml 

— 14-07-1992 

Circular No. 3051 cf Allahabad 
Bank. 

M2 

— 25-08-92 

Circular No. 3090 of Allahabad 
Bank. 

M3 

— 27-04-92 

Copy of representation 
submitted by Sri M.A. 
Unnikrishnan to the Regional 
Manager. 

M4 

— 11-11-92 

Copy of a Telex Message. 

M5 

— 31-03-92 

Seniority list of Special 
Assistant of Allahabad Bank 

M6 

— 04-08-1993 

Circular No. 93/22 of Allahabad 
Bank. 

M7 

— 11-08-1993 

Photostat copy of Application 
submitted by Sri A.G. Shenoy. 

M8 

— 11-08-93 

Photostat copy of Application 
submitted by Sri M.A. 
Unnikrishnan. 

M9 

— 

Photostat copy of Extract of 
memorandum of settlement. 

M^IO 

— 20-12-91 

Copy ofinstmction circular No. 
2815. 

M-11 

— 13-10-93 

Photostat copy of letter issued 
by the Manager (Admn.) Head 
Office to the Regional Manager, 
Chennai. 

M-12 


Photostat copy of application 
submitted by Sri M.A. 
Unnikrishnan for merit test. 

M-13 

— 12-08-93 

Photostat copy of letter issued 
by the Branch Manager, Kochi 
to the Regional Manager, 
Chennai. 

M-14 

— 20-12-91 

Photostat copy of Instmction 
Circular No. 2814. 

M-15 

— 

Photostat copy of ^plication for 
merit test submitted by Sri M.A. 
Unnikrishnan. 
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j [U T^-12011/43/2006-3^1^«IR (-^-II)] 

Trf^R( 3>*iK, 'km 



Ne^ Delhi, the 29th February, 2008 

^.O. 64fi,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
ial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
ment liereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 28/ 
f the C entral Government Industrial Tribunal-cum> 
Court, IColkata as shown in the Annexure, in the 
al Di 5F ute between the management of Punjab 
1 Ban] i and their workmen, received by the Central 
ment |)ri 28-2-2008. 

[No. L-12011/43/2006-IR(B-II)] 
RANINDER KUMAR Desk Officer 


Park Street, Kolkata in not considering the request 
of transfer of Shri India Kumar Daga, Head Cashier 
Category-E of Jhinkirhat Branch to any of the 
branches of the bank in Kolkata is justified ? If not 
what relief Shri Daga is entitled to ?” 

2. When the case is called out today, none appears 
for either of the paraties. An application, however, has 
been received from the union espousing the dispute on 
behalf of the concerned workman stating that after 
discussion with the management he has already been 
transferred.to a place of his choice and as such the present 
dispute has been amicably sorted out between the parties. 
As such the union is not interested to proceed further in 
the matter and it has prayed for appropriate order for 
disposal of the present reference. 

3. Since the dispute under reference has already 
been amicably settled between the parties, the dispute in 
question does not exist at present. This Tribunal, therefore, 
has no other alternative but to dispose of the present 
reference by passing a “No Dispute Award”. A “No 
Dispute Award” is accordingly passed and the present 
reference is disposed of. 


I I ANNEXURE 

([ENTliAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
; ItRIBUNAL at KOLKATA 


Reference No. 28 of 2006 


PARTIES : 

iEmployers in relation to the management of Punjab 
jNationil Bank 

AND 

j 

[Their r^erkmen 
PRESENT :! 

iMr, Juitice C. P. MISHRA—Presiding Officer 


ranee 


On b jhalf ofj 
Statej: West Bengal 


On behalf of] the Management None 

the Workmen None 

Industry; Banking 
puted : the 15th February, 2008 

AWARD 


.By Older No. L-12011/43/2006-IR (B-Il) dated 
03-l(i-2006lthe Gentral Government in exercise of its 
powcjrs und^ Section 10(1 )(d) and (2 A) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (hereinafter to be referred as the Act) 
refeifed th^ following dispute to this Tribunal for 


adju(|ication|; 


“ Whemer the action of the management of Punjab 
National Bank, Sr. Regional Manager’s Office, 


C. P. MISHRA, Presiding Oficer 

Dated, Kolkata: 

The 15th February, 2008 

M 29 2008 

311. 646.—1947 (1947 
^ 14) tnu 17 ^ 

2 , M 23/2002) ^ 

wt t, ^ ^ 28-2-2008 ^ W<\ 

laiT «1TI 


[^. -q^-l 2012/196/2001(-^-II)] 
TTf^ 

New Delhi, the 29th February, 2008 

S.O. 646.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref No. 23/ 
2002 ) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court No. 2, New Delhi as shown in the 
Annexure, in the Industrial Dispute between the 
management of Syndicate Bank and their workmen, 
received by the Central Government on 29-2-2008. 

[No. L-12012/196/2001-IR (B-Il)] 
RANINDER KUMAR Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER: 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-H, 
NEW DELHI 

Presiding Officer: R N. Rai 

I.D. No. 23/2002 

In the Matter of; 


Shri Sanjay Malhotra, 

S/o Shri 1^ Kiishan Malhotra, 

R/o 5/38, Bara Bazar, 

Shahdara, Delhi 

\fersus 

1. Syndicate Bank, 

Through its Chairman/Managing Director 

2. Syndicate Bank, 

Through its General Manager 

3. Syndicate Bank, 

Through its General Manager, 

Delhi Zone, Delhi 

4. Syndicate Bank, 

Through its Dy. General Manager, 

6 , Bhagwan Dass Roadi 
Sarojini House, 

New Delhi, 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Ls^ur by its letter No. L-12012/ 
196/2001-IR (B-II) Central Government, dtd. 22-04-2002 
has referred the following point fer adjudication: 

The point runs as hereunder: 

“Whether the action of the Dy. General Manager, 
Syndicate Bank, Zonal OflRce, 6, Bhagwan Dass 
Road, New Delhi-110001 in imposing punishment 
of coicpulsoiy retirement from the services of the 
bank without prejudicial to the right of the bank to 
recover the loss, if any caused to the bank w.e.f. 
19-07-1999 on Shri Sanjay Malhotra, Ex. Clerk 
Emp. No. 422859, Shahdma Branch is justified and 
valid and proper ? If not, what relief and benefits 
he is entitled to ?” 

The workman applicant has filed claim statement. 
In the claim statement it has been stated that the workman 
joined the service of the respondent. Syndicate Bank on 
05-11-1984 after passing competition, written and oral 
tests including interview as conducted by the Banking 
Services Recruitment Board, Delhi. The workman 
discharged his official duties at various branches of the 
management bank and his work and conduct was 
appreciated by one and all of the authorities of the 
management bank. He lastly worked at Shahdara Branch 


of the management when he was illegally awarded with 
punishment of compulsory retirement by the management 
bank on 20-07-1999. The service career of 15 years of the 
workman with the managment has been blotless and clean 
and he has never been issued any charge-sheet and no 
explanation was called after passing coiiQ)etition, written 
and oral tests including interview as conducted 1^ the 
Banking Services Recruitment Board, Delhi. The 
workman discharged his official duties at various branches 
of the management bank and his woric and conduct was 
appreciated by one and all of the authorities of the 
managenvent bank. He lastly worked at Shahdara Branch 
of the management when be was illegalfy awarded with 
imnishment of compulsory retiiertient by the managment 
bank on 20-07-1999, The service career of 15 years of the 
workman with the management has been bloUess and clean 
and he has never been issv^d any charge-sheet and no 
e}q)lanation was eddied 1^ the management bank and thus 
he rendered dedicated, sinoere, honest and dilig^ services 
to the management bank. The biref fects leading to. the 
filing of the present statement of claim are as under:— 

That the workman while working at Shahdara 
Branch of the management received letter No. 1570/ 
IRC/MPD/9/98/VSU008 dated 11-03-1998 from 
the \Tgilance Cell of the Head Office of the 
management bank calling for hisiepfy within 7 days 
from the date of the receipt of the said letter, 
regarding the alleged fraudulent transaction in 
Current A/c. No. 5031 in the name of Mi^. B. R. 
Enterprises, Maintained at the Shahdara Bank of 
the man^ment. 

That the workman vide his letter dated nil submitted 
his reply denying his involvement/role in the alleged 
fraudulent transaction as mentioned by the Vigilance 
Department of the management bank in the above 
mentioned letter. 

That thereafter the workman was served with a 
chargesheetNo. 20D/IRC/CS.W. 25/98 dated 16-06-1998 
by the Dy. General Manager, Zonal Office, New Delhi as 
the disc^naiy authority for the workman on behalf of 
the rnanagement making false allegations against the 
workman as stated below: 

(1) That the workman caused to open a new 
Current A/c in the name of M/s. B. R. 
Enterprises proprietor Sandeep Kiunai who 
are/is non-existing, Ity prevailing upon a 
customer of the Branch to introduce for 
opening the new Current A/c. 

(2) Collection of two cheques for Rs. 9.69 Lacs 
on Punjab National Bank, Parliament Street, 
New Delhi, the said A/c proceed of which 
were withdrawn during the pmod 30-06-1997 
to 15-07-1997. 




1322 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; MARCH 22, 2008/CHArrRA 2, 1930 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


(3) Closure ofthe said Current A/con 25-07-1997 
Sind pilferage/caused pilferage, destroyed/ 
caused destruction of the bank’s record such 
; £is A/c. opening form, specimen signature card 
]:>ertaining to the said closed current account. 

Thatial though the workman submitted his statement 
of defence itc the management bank at his place of work 
i.e., Shahdara Branch forwarding the same to the 
ma^agemejnl bank, explaining lus conduct and denying 
all ihe allejgtitions as levelled by the management in the 
chatge-she^t supra and requested for dropping the hirther 
pro^eedin^ in the matter. However, the said statement of 
defi|nce subrriitted by the woikman was kept by the said 
Shaihdra Etrsmch undelivered to the management bank 
deliberately, i ntentionally with mala fide intention to cause 
loss to the workman. 

That without going through the statement of defence 
as submitted by the workman in reply to the charge-sheet 
as inentio(ni;d above, the management with a pre- 
determine4 a nd biased and mala fide intention in order to 
punish the ^)rkman went ahead for appointing an Inquiiy 
Oi^cer for I holding inquiry vide letter No. ZOD/IRC/CS 
6.34/l.4.6py98 dated 21-07-1998. 

Thatbie Inquiry Officer did not follow the principles 
of haturall justice. The workman has not been given 
suflScient (Opportunity to cross-examine the witness. All 
the 1 relevant documents have not been provided to the 
woifkman during the inquiiy. The findings of the Inquiry 
Officer ari perverse. The Disciplinary Authority and 
Apii^llate Aiithoriw did not apply their mind in passing 
the order 0f compulsory retirement. The workman and 
Shit Gian ;3iingh, the Branch Manager were served the 
saiqe char^e sheet but the management has passed the 
ordpr of cpmpulsory retirement against the workman 
whereas sqnie increments of Mr. Gian Singh have been 
withheld aiid he has been retained in service. 

The management has filed written statement. In the 
written statement it has been stated that the workman 
while worl^ng at Shahdra Branch of the bank was served 
chargeshe^ dated 16-06-1998 for the misconduct of acts 
prejudicial to the interest of the bank for the reasons that 
he caused qrening of Current Account No. 5031 in the 
name of B. R Enterprises, Prop. Sandeep Kumar by 
prevailing u|pon the customer of the bank to introduce a 
current account to be opei^ and also caused issuance of 
the cheque book by writing a request letter for the party 
Thereafter! the account number on the cheque leafs made 
entry in the cheque book issiK register and also made 
noting regar ding cheque book so issued on the party’s 
request letter in his own handwriting. It is worth 
mentioning ihat the woikman was not working in the said 
department at the relevant time. Not only that, the 
woikman ^so caused closure of the account on 29-07- 
1997 after cc llection of two cheques for Rs. 9.69 lacs issued 


by a Government Department drawn on PNB, Parliament 
Stre^ New Delhi through the current accounts in question 
and the proceeds of which were withdrawn during the 
period 30-06-1997 to 15-07-1997. He after closure of the 
account in question pilfered or caused to pilfer and 
destroyed/caused destructions in the bank records, such 
as account opening form, specimen signatures card 
pertaining tO'the said closed account. Thus, exposed the 
bank for possible legal action/unnecessarily litigation by 
concerned government department as the bank is not in a 
position to provide the documents relating to the said 
current account of the said government department as 
more fully described in the chargesheet. 

The workman did not submit his explanation to the 
disciplinary authority within the stipulated time and the 
reply of the workman was not received by the DA. DA 
ordered for the departmental inquiiy. However, once the 
reply of the workman was received by the DA, it was duly 
considered and the workman was advised vide letter dated 
04-08-1998 to ai^>ear and place his view befwe the Inquiiy 
Forum. 

That the inquiiy was conducted as per the provisions 
of the BPS and service conditions applicable to be 
workman and full and fair opportunities were given to 
the workman to defend himself. The workman was 
provided with the copies of all the document&filed before 
the Inquiiy Officer. The woikman was represented by the 
defence representative in the proceedings and all the 
witnesses were cross-examined by them. 

That the Inquiry Officer has drawn his conclusion 
based on documentary as well as oral evidence and proper 
analysis submitted his report dated 16-04-1999 to the DA 
and held that the workman was guilty of charges levelled 
against him vide charge dated 16-06-1998. The copy of 
the inquiiy report was duly forwarded to the workman 
vide letter dated 03-05-1999. The DA vide letter dated 
09-06-1999 proposed the punishment of compulsory 
retirement firom the services and gave a personal hearing 
to the workman. \^de order dated 19-07-1999 the 
disciplinary authority concurred with the findings of the 
Inquiiy Officer and confirmed the proposed punishment 
and the workman was compulsoiy retired firom service of 
the bank. 

That the workman preferred appeal to the appellate 
authority. The DA after giving the personal hearing vide 
order dated 17-11-1999 concurred with the disciplinary 
authority and confirmed the punishment of compulsoiy 
retirement firom service of the workman after examining 
the entire material place bn record and considering the 
submissions made by the workman. 

The management is placing on record the entire 
record. The perusal of the record would reveal that the 
workman was given full opportunity and the principles 
of natural justice were complied with and the submissions 
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ot Uie' wdfkittei^ Cofisidered and the conclusions were 

drawn on the basis of on ivdoid and further 

Uie inquiry was conducted as per the pfOViiions of the 
8P9 and the charges leveled against the workman were 
duly proved during the inquiry. The workman in the 
present claim petition has leveled ihlse and frivolous 
allegations which are without any ba£^ and the workman 
h not entitled to ariy relief, as such, the case of the 
is li^le to be rejected. 

The workman ^licant has filed rqjoinder. In the 
h^dlnder he has reiterated the averments of his claim 
^atemeni aiid haS denied most of the paras the written 
^teht^. 

Evidence of both the pflifiies has been taken. 

Heard argument from both the sides and perused 
the papers on the record. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
no evidence has come against the workman in the inquiry 
proceedings. It is a case of no evidence. 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that the workman put account numbers on the cheque 
slips and made entry in the cheque books issue register 
aid nisb made noting regarding the cheque books so issued 
on the parties redUSSt letter in his own handwriting 
whereas the tvorkman Was not working in the same 
department at the relevant time. 

The workman dso caused closure of the account on 
29-07-1997 after colleetiofl Of two cheques of Rs. 9.69 
lies issued by the Government Department drawn on 
Puiyab National Batik. The proceeds of which were 
v^thdrawn during the period 30^6-1997 to 15-07-1997. 
ITie workman after cibsure the account in question 
pilfered or caused to bUf'sr and destfoyed/caused 
destruction of the bank’s record such as account opening 
farm, specimen signature card pertaining to the said closed 
account. 

That while deciding the preliminary issue f have 
specifically discussed the releVimt evidence which has 
come against the workman; The signature on th^ 
documents as mentioned above have not been denied by 
the workman. 

It was submitted that the workman was working on 
“MAY I HELP YOU” couiUer so he might have fillbd up 
t!he relevant documents. The workman has made entry in 
the cheque book registers and made noting regarding 
cheque book so issued on the parties request letter in his 
o wn handwriting. 

The workman has written in his own handwriting 
o ver the back of the cheque leafe. The evidence that has 
come against the workman in the inquiry proceedings have 
been discussed in detail while giving findings on the 
Freliminary issue of faiijiess of the inquiry and I have 


also held that it is not a case of no evidence. There is 
certainly evidence against the woikman and he has not 
been false^ mqilicated by the management. It is not a 
case of no evidence. The law cited by the workman is not 
applicable in the facts and circumstances of the case. 

It was submitted from the side of the workman that 
Shri Gian Singh, the Branch Manager has been served 
the same charge-sheet and he was also found guilty of the 
charges but he has been retained in the bank and he has 
b^n given punishment of withholding of increments 
whereas this workman has been voluntarily retired from 
service. 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that there were lapses on the part of the Branch Manager 
in opening fictitious account. He was not involved in 
opening the account. He has b^n punished for minor 
lapses whereas the woriunan has been volumarily retired 
from service. 

It is settled law that if the same charges are served, 
the punishment should be also the same. 

It has bwn held by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in 
the case of Galaxi Lab Vs. Presiding Officer 1984 (i) SLR 
230 and VII (2000) SLT 200 as under : 

“Since as many as 3 workmen on almost identical 
charges were fotind guilty of misconduct in 
coimection with the same incident through the 
separate proceedings, and one was punished with 
only one month suspension and other was 
reinstated. It would be denial of justice to the 
workman if he alone is singled out for punishment 
by way of dismissal from service. Tlwrefore, the 
order of removal the workman is not only highly 
diseriminatorily but in violation of Article 14 of the 
Constitution of India”. 

In the instant case the same charge-sheet has been 
served on the workman as well as Shri Gian Singh, the 
Branch Manager but the role assigned to Shri Gian Singh 
as vysll the workman are not the same. 

The workman in the instant case has filed forged 
9ttd fobricated report dated 07-03-1999 of the Inquiry 
OMcei* in the'eoun proceedings. In the inquiry report dated 
07-03-1099 the Inquiry Officer has exonerated the 
workman. It has been discussed in detail and it has been 
held that tlte alleged report of the Inquiry Officer dated 
07-03-1099 is forged and fabricated. 

The circtunstances that have cro|^»ed up have been 
narrated in detail and after detailed discussion 1 held that 
the workman has filed forged and fabricated report of the 
Inquiry Officer dated 07-03-1999. As such the workman 
has filed a forged and fabricated report of the said Inquiry 
Officer to get him exonerated. The workman indulged in 
forging of the Inquiry Officer’s report and so he cannot 
be permitted to be retained in the linking industry dealing 
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ic money. The misconduct committed by the 
gets aggravated by filing the forged and 
^ report of the Inquiry Officer in the court 
gs, so his misconduct cannot be compared with 
Ddluct of the Branch Manager, Shri Gian Singh 
[ filing of the forged documents in the court, 
n Singh has been punished for lapses 
Hi and appears that he was induced by the 

m further submitted that the CBI has filed 
leet in the same matter and the CBI has 
the name of the woikman as witness. Shri Gian 
also been made a witness in the CBI case. It 
bed from the side of the management that no 
lodged with the CBI. The scope of the inquiry 
was totally different. The CBI has booked few 
; lor their illegal acts. The CBI has not acted at 
ce of the bank. Certain illegal acts of a few 
i have been brought to the notice of the CBI 
II investigated the matter and filed charge-sheet, 
las held independent domestic inquiry. The CBI 
hi; charge-sheet in the court. 

settled law that if there is acquittal of delinquent 
ne set of charges the findings of the Inquiry 


d that if there is domestic inquiry and criminal 
e same set of charges the findings of the court 
il 

le instant case there is no such trial and no trial 
honourably acquitted the workman. There 
te no force in the contention of the workman 
!£d has made him a witness. The CBI is an 
ng agency. It is not a trial court. 

as further submitted that the punishment 
1 lire woikman is disproportionate and shocking 
a ence of the court. The workman has allegedly 
the opening of the fictitious Current Account 
me of Proprietor Shri Sandeep Kumar. He 
upon the customer to introduce the Current 
tul he caused the said account to be closed alter 
es; of Rs. 9.69 lakhs were encashed. 

le instant case the misconduct of the workman 
rcl the punishmem imposed on him is neither 
shocking to the. conscience of the court. The 
e fairness of the preliminary inquiry has been 
order dated 28-01-2008, that decision will form 
: award. The law cited by the workman is not 
ill the instant case. 

reference is regarding recovery of the loss 
the bank w.e.f. 19-07-1999 fiom the workman 
ay Malhotra, Ex. Clerk Emp. No. 422859 


Shahdara Branch. Chargesheet has been served on 
Mr. Gian Singh. Loss has been caused due to misconduct 
of the workman and lapses on the part of Mr. Gian Singh. 
An inquiry should be held as to how much amount should 
be recovered from Mr. Gian Singh and how much from 
the workman after holding a proper inquiry and fixing 
the liability the management may recover the amount. 

The reference is replied thus;— 

The action of the Dy. General Manager, Syndicate 
Bank, Zonal Office, 6, Bhagwan Dass Road, New 
Delhi-110001 in imposing punishment of 
compulsory retirement from the services of the bank 
without prejudicial to the right of the bank to 
recover the loss, if any caused to the bank w.e.f 
19-07-1999 on Shri Sanjay Malhotra, Ex. Clerk 
Emp. No. 422859, Shahdara Branch is justified and 
valid and proper. The workman applicant is not 
entitled to get any relief as prayed for. 

The award is given accordingly. 

Date: 27-02-2008 

R. N. RAI, Presiding Officer 
29 Wfft, 2008 

31T. 647.— [Mm srftlfTO, 1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ <mn7 % "ft, ^ ^ 3#?? 

ft' ftrfe sHylfich 

23/2003 ) ^ 

29-2-2008 ^ ^ I 

[^. ■q^-12012/98/2002-3T1^3TR 

New Delhi, the 29th February, 2008 

S.O. 647.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
(jovemment hereby publishes tte Award (Ref No. 23/ 
2003) of the Central Government Jndustrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure, in 
Industrial Dispute between the management of State Bank 
of India and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on 29-2-2008. 

[No. L-12012/98/2002-IR (B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI R G. SHUKLA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAt-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, KANPUR, U.P. 

Industrial Dispute No. 23 of 2003 
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In the matter of dispute between: 

Sri Ravi Shankar 
C/o Shri 0. P. Mathur 
117/K/36, Sarvodaya Nagar, 

Kanpur, 

AND 

The Dy. General Manager 
State Bank of India 
Zonal Office, 

Mall Road, 

Kanpur 

AWARD 

1. Central Government, MOL, New Delhi, 
vide notifleation No. L-12012/98/2002-IR (B-I) dated 
18-07-03 has referred the following dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal: 

“Whether the action of the management of State 
Bankpf India in terminating the services of Sri Ravi 
Shanker w.e.f. September, 199t and thereafter not 
considering him for re-emplpyment while recruiting 
others including the recruitment of fresh hands, is 
legal and justified. If not what relief the applicant 
is entitled for ?” 

2. The case of the applicant in short is that he was 
appointed 1:^ the opposite par^ State Bank of India in 
January 1990 and worked as such till September 1991 
continuously. It has also been claimed by him that he 
performed the work of subordinate staff during his 
employment. He was being paid his wages at scale rate 
including allowances admissible under rules. It is also 
alleged by the workinan that the opposite party stopped 
providing worit to him w.e.f September, 1991. In his place 
opposite party engaged other persons to perform the same 
work which act of the opposite party is an act of unfair 
labour practice. It is also'alleged that several fresh hands 
were inducted by the opposite party bank without affording 
him any opportunity for re-employment. The opposite 
party invit^ application from such temporary en^iloyees 
who had remained in the service of the bank on temporary 
basis and in pursuance of the same the applicant also 
submitted his application. He was interviewed by the bank 
on 18-11-91. The name of the applicant figured in the 
panel prepared by the bank still he was not provided 
regular andipermanent empl(tyment by the bank. His name 
contiimed inthe selected list ffil 1997. The disengagement 
of the applicant is in gross violation of the provisions of 
Section 25F, 2SG and 2SH of Industrial Distputes Act, 
1947, inasmuch as neither any notice, notice pay nor 
retrenchment com^nsation was paid to him by the bank 
at the time of disengagement of his service. On the basis 
of above, it has been prayed by the applicant that he be 
reinstated ip the services of the bank with full back wages, 
continuity of service and other consequential benefits be 
also allowed to him 


3. On the other hand the claim of the applicant has 
been denied by the opposite party bank in their written 
statement. It has been pleaded by the bank that the 
claimant has not rendered continuous service of 240 days 
within the meaning of Section 25B of the Act, therefore 
Section 25F of the Act has no application to the fects of 
the case. It has been pleaded by the bank that during the 
period June 1991 to August 1991 in all the claimant has 
worked for 39 days only as waterboy/farrash, therefore, 
he cannot be granted protection of the provisions of 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The penal of selected 
candidate expired on 31-03-97 and no appointment was 
made from that selection list by the bai^. Lastly it has 
been prayed that the claim of the claimant is devoid of 
merit and is liable to be rejected. 

4. After exchange of pleadings between the parties 
both contesting parties has adduced oral as well as 
documentary evidence in support of their case. 

5. Heard the argument of the contesting parties at 
length and have also perused the record of the case 
carefully. A bare perusal of statement of claim would go 
to show that the claimant in the opening paragraph of his 
statement of claim stated that he was appointed by . the 
RegionalManager of the opposite party bank in the month 
of January 1990 whereas in his evidence before the tribund 
^the claimaiit has stated that he was appointed by the 
opposite party bank in the month of June 4991 after 
undergoing through prescribed selection process. Thus 
there appears variance in the date of appointment of the 
workman. If it is so it is quite difficult to calculate number 
of working days for the purposes of granting him the 
benefit of Section 25F of the Act. 

6. It has been argued by the authorised 
representative for the bank that the penal prepared by the 
bank has no nexus with the merit of the case as admittedly 
the workman stopped coming of his own accord w.e.f 
September 1991 whereas alleged penal of selected 
candidate was prepared in the month of November 1991 
as admitted by the"workman in his examination in chief 
It has also been argued by the bank that penal continued 
to be in existence till 31-3-97 and no one has been given 
appointment by the bank from the penal. On the contrary 
it has been argued by the authorised representative for 
the workman that several fresh hands were aj^inted by 
the oi^wsite party bank after the termination of the services 
of the workman without providing him any opportunity 
of re-employmieRt. After giving anxious consideration to 
the rival contention of the parties, the tribunal is of the 
opinion that argument advanced by the bank has 
substantial force. Admittedly the penal was prepared by 
the bank in the month of November, 1991, as per evidence 
of the workman whereas according to his own pleadings 
he was disengaged by the bank in the month of September, 
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1991; The pjfeadings of the workman in this behalf also 
appe^s to ^ outside the scope and ambit of the schedule 
of refTerencd order therefore, the .workman cannot be 
granjed any b:nefit even if his name figured in the select 
list pjepar^bif the bank, in the month of November, 1991 
i.e. 4fier disengagement of the applicant, in view of 
prov^ions !5ection 10(4) of the Act, 

; 7. It isjarttled principle of law that the provisions of 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, are not the service 
cond tions.! Either service conditions are formulated by 
indu! ;try con com on the basis of settlement. In the instant 
case he wot kman has not pointed out even a single word 
in hi: entire sbitement of claim as to und^ what j^rovisions 
of sei vice co edition he was engaged by the bank and what 
provi sions h a^'e been flouted by the bank when he alleges 
that [he wai removed from the service of the bank. 
Admittedly le was not given any appointment letter nor 
any ^rmina tion letter by the opposite party bank. It is 
also fettled f revision of law that labour court or Industrial 
Tribiknal sh( nld not be used to be a measure for providing 
back door e nt ry in public employment on the ground of 
violauon of the provisions of the Act, unless breach of 
service cone ition is pleaded by the workman. Since there 
is nolpleadii ig about the violation of the service condition 
in th^ Staten lent of claim the workman cannot be granted 
any lUnefit (>f breach of the provisions of the Act, as the 
same cannot b; made applicable in the present case directly 
without the! upport of the provisions of service conditions 
applicable 1 or the time being on the workman. Even 
othe^se aisual temporary, ad hoc employees have no 
righfl to claii n regular or permanent employment without 
following tlie recruitment rules. From this aspect of the 
mattfer, the claim of the applicant appears to be futile and 
he cannot b s granted any relief as claimed by him in his 

statement ol claim. 

! 

I 8. Forjthe reasons discussed above, it is concluded 
that ^e worjernan cannot be held entitled for any relief in 
the instant ejase and his claim is liable to be rejected and 

is aciordingjly rejected. 

^ i 

: R. G. SHUKLA, Presiding Officer 

: ! fe#, 29 2008 

i W. 3lt- 648.—SlfidWT, 1947 (1947 
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New Delhi, the 29th February, 2008 

S.O. 648.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Grovemment hereby pniblishes the Award (Ref No. 315/ 
2006) of the Central (jOvemment Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court, Emakulam as shown in the Annexure, in 
Industrial Dispute between the management of Southern 
Railway and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on 29-2-2008. 

[No. L-41012/46/2000-IR (B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAI>CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, ERNAKtMAL 

Present: 

Shri P. L. Norbert, B.A., LL.B., Presiding Officer 

(Wednesday the 20th day of February 2008/Ist Phalguna 
1929) 

LD. 315 of 2006 

(I.D. 19/2000 of Labour Court, Emakulam) 

Workman Smt. Sathyabama, 

C/o General Secretary, 

S. Railway Casual Labour Union, 
Edappally North, 

Kochi-682024 

By Adv. Sri C. Anil Kumar 

Management The Divisional Personnel Officer 

Southern Railway, Palakkad 

By Adv, M. C. Cherian 

This case coming up for hearing on 20-02-2008, 
this Tribunal-cum-Labour Court on the same day passed 
the following 

AWARD 

This is a reference under Section I0(l)(d) of 
Industrial Disputes Act. 

The reference is ;— 

(a) “Whether the action of the management of Sr. 
DPO, S. Railway, Palghat in denying the 
benefit of service and other connected relief to 
Smt. Sathyabhama, Gangwoman, 0/0 The 
Section Engineer, Koilandi Section on her 
reinstatement with backwages is just and 
reasonable ? If not to what relief the workman 
is entitled ? 

2. This reference was made originally to State 
Labour Court, Emakulam. Later it was transferred to this 
court as per the order of Hon’ble High Court. 
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3. Both parties entered appearance and filed their 
pleadings. Wl^ the matter came im for evidence, the 
claim tvas not pressed. Since the worker does not wish to 
proceed with t^ dispute the action of the management is 
only to be a)nfimied. 

In the result, an award is passed finding that the 
action of the management, Sr. DK), S. Railway, Palghat 
in denying the benefit of service and other connected relief 
to Smt. Sathyabhama, Gangwoman, 0/0 the Section 
Engineer, Koilandi Section, on her reinstateniem with 
backwages is legal and prop^ and the worker is not 
entitled for any relid! 

Dictated to the Personal Assistant, transcribed and 
typed by her. Corrected and passed % me on this the 20th 
day of Fd^ruary, 2008. 

P. L. NORBERT, Presiding Officer 

Appendix—Nil. 

M 29 wrfi, 200 s 

3?r. 649.—ehsilPiei) 1947 (1947 

?JT 14)^mTTi7% 

3ig*r«t 

^<4>r anaTiw atitiaijwsm 
n, WIT io(V2O05) mt 

n'=n[R;in ^ ^ 29-02-2d08 ^ HW' 

«Tri 

[^. 1^?T-14011/5/2003-3TT^ 3TR 

1^, arfferorfi 
New Delhi, the 29th February, 2008 

S.O. 649,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government herdry publishes the award (Ref. No. 100/ 
2005) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
LJibour Court, No. n. New Delhi as shown in the Annexure 
in the IndusUial Dispute between the employers in 
relation to the ihanagement of Garristm Engineer and their 
workman, which was received 1^ the Coitral Government 
on 29-2-2008. 

[No. L-140I1/5/2003-IR (DU)] 
SURENDRA SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER: 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT-H, NEW 
DELHI 

R.N. RAI, Presiding Officer 


LD. No. 100/2005 

In the matter of: 

Shri Vinod Kumar, 

S/o Shri Muraril Lai, 

H. No. W-218 Palam Village, 

New Delhi-10045 

Versus 

The Garrison Engineer, 

R.R Hospital, 

Gurgaon Road, 

Delhi Cantt., 

New Delhi-110010 

AWARD 

The Ministry of Labour by its letter No. L-14011/5/ 
2003 IR-(DU) Central Government dt. 11-08-2005 has 
referred the following pcmit for adjudication. 

The point runs as hereunder:— 

“Whether the demand of the worionan Shri Vinod 

Kumar for reinstatement and regularization with 

the management of Garrison Engineer (E/M) RR. 

Hb^ital, DeUii Cantt. is justified? If not, what relief 

the workman is entitled to?” 

The workman applicant has filed claim statement. 
In the claim statement it has been stated that the workman 
was employed in the employment of the management 
hospital as "Helper’ from 1-8-97 and was paid Rs. 3000 
as wages per month. He was not given any appointment 
order. His duties as “Helper” were maintenance of 
machines; changing of belf; cleaning of laundry. 

That the woikman gained experience for a year and 
therefore the management hospital asked him to work as 
"Boiler Steam Curator’ w.e.f 1-7-1998. The Boiler Plant 
which is used to give steam to the clothes being washed 
was being operated by the woiknm. The oporation of 
Boiler Steam Plant, mechanical repairs and maintenance 
of machines were being done the workman. 

That the clothes/dresses being wa^ed were that of 
the army hospital; the boiler/laundry plant used for 
washing the clothes/dresses were of the army hospital; 
the place of work is that of the management lK)^ital; the 
materials used are provided by the management hospital; 
the dhobis/washermen were and are that of the army. The 
entire infiastructure was that of the Management Only 
as a p^)er device, the management engaged the oaitractor 
to avoid and evade the legal liability and (X)ntinued the 
workman as contract woiker. The Contractor was only a 
ploy and a means of unfair labour practice for keeping 
the workman as contract woiker and not extending propm' 
pay scales and other service benefits including various 
types of leaves etc: 


885 GI/08—21 
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The log sheets signed by the woikman were also 
counter sig|n<^ by the officers the management; he has 
woi^ced ut^<n' the instructions and supervisions of the 
officers of jttie management; the place of work is that of 
the I management;‘the machines and materials used are 
that of the! i][ianagement; the dresses being washed are 
that ofthednny hospital/staff of the management hospital. 
Thus all pervasive control over the working of the 
workman was that of the management hospital. The mere 
payinent o^v^ ages through the contractor does not absolve 
theimanagjeinent of its being the real employer of the 
wo^an. jHence the work performed by the workman 
wei|e of peijnnanent nature and terminating the services in 
the imannet by the management of the army hospital was 
in ^oss violation of Section 25F, G & H of the Industral 
Disputes . 

» The Roller plant which is used to give steam to the 
domes bei^ washed wasbdng opended by the workman. 
Thq mechuical repairs and maintenance of machines 
werje beingj done by the workman only. 


That! the wodcman continued woiking with the 
ma^gem»t hospital with devohon and dedication. He 
was issued Identity Card. The Identity Card has been 
issued by tlie Office of the AGE E/M-2 who was officer of 
the army uospital and it shows that the designation of 
wodonan V^is “Boiler Operatw^. He was also marking 
attendance i n the attendance register along with other 
employees. ITie Attendance Register was counter signed 
by Supdt.E/fdll; Supdt. E/MI and AGE E/M who were 
officers of i he management hospital. The timings of duty 
hoin of th i workman and others were from 8.30 a.m. to 
4 pjm. Th: work was assigned and supervised by the 
Supjerinten km EMI who was offi^r of the army hospital. 
The wages w ere paid by the army hospital. The m^cal 
expanses dining the illness of workman were borne by 
the ^anagpment. 

; i ♦ 

That I to deprive the woikman of the benefits of 
regi^lar employment, he was shown as an employee of 
conjractor wl/s. J.S. Narual and later of M/s. Tradeco 
Enterprise or M/s. Flint India. He carried out the 
instnictionk of his supervisions who are the officers/ 
employees ^f the management hospital and was also paid 
wa^s by pie management hospital. The contractors 
changed bpt the workman and (Aher workers continued 
and iremain^l the same in the enmloyment of tl^ ho^ital. 
Theicontracjtcirs have been used as ploy by the management 
hospital. T^e contract was a camouflage. The workman 
in rpality wjs'is the employee of the management hospital 
for hll intept and purposes. The maintenance of boiler 
plailt and Ipiindry plant is still going on in the hospital 
which medns regular work exists but the services of 
workman have been illegally terminated. 

t 

That hs the workman was doing the work of regular 
nature but Ino given wages in the regular pay/scale, he 


demanded the wages and other benefits and treat the 
workman as the enqiloyee ofthe management ho^tal. 

That the workman worked continuously with the 
management right from 1-8-1997 till the date of his 
termination i.e. 16-2-2002. He had completed more than 
240 days of continuous service as on 16-2-2002. The 
termination of the workman is retrenchment under section 
2 (oo) of the Industrial Dispute Act. 

That the workman is entitled to be reinstated in the 
enqiloyn^nt of management hospital with full back wages 
as the termination is void and nonest. 

That the management has resorted to unfair labour 
practice as one Ravi Kumar, Laundry operator who joined 
two months after the employment of the workman 
continues with the management after termination of 
services of the workman. The action of the management 
is illegal being viol^ve of Section 25G of the I.D. Act. 

That the management hospital is the real employer 
of the workman as the boiler/laundty plant used for 
washing the cltAhes/dresses of the army hospital are that 
of the management; the place of work is that of the 
management; the materials used are provided by the 
management; the clothes/dresses being washed are that 
of the management; the dhobis/washermen are that of the 
management. 

That the workman has remained unemployed right 
from the date of illegal termination, and has been 
struggling for survival, in spite of efforts to get 
en^loyment. 

The Management has filed written statement. In the 
written statement it has been stated that the workman 
herein was never employed by the replying respondent. 
The replying respon^knt exercises no direct control over 
the working of the workman herein. 

That the replying respondent floats tenders on 
regular basis for woiks which are not directly related to 
the services provided by the replying respondent to the 
R.R. Hospital and also for works which are not essentially 
linked to the fimctioning of the R.R. Hospital. Copies of 
notice of tender, schedule and particular specifications of 
one such tender for the years 1997-98, 1998-99, 1999- 
2000, 2000-2001, 2001-2003 are annexed hereto as 
Aimexure-R-1 (colly). 

That the contractor is wholly and solely responsible 
for the works enumerated in the contracts signed pursuant 
to the tenders. The contractor has to ensure that all the 
work is carried out in the proper manner and that all the 
workers are regular present at weak, the contractor in his 
individual capacity is answerable and responsible to the 
replying respondent. 

That the replying respondent or the hospital 
authorities merely conduct surprise checks in order to 
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satisfy themselves of proper management and performance 
of the woilt. No othOT control whatsoever is exercised 1^ 
tlie replying respondent. The contractor, on the other 
hand, maintains a direct control over his woricfmce. 

That the names of the worionen enq)loyed by the 
contractors are dufy intimated to the rq>lying respondent 
\^ith a request to issue Identify Cards in order to enable 
tlte worionan to enter the R.R. Hospital premises. This, 
in fact, proves that the workmen are employed by 
independent contractors and the replying respondent 
merely issues Identify Cmds to &ciUtate their entries into 
thelfoqatalPileinises. Cc^iesoflet^cf requests written 
by various omitractors are annexed hereto as Annexure- 
R-2 (colly). 

That h is submi^ that the tenders are floated for 
ail other andltaiy and incidental worics or at times in lieu 
of certain exigiencies. The contractors are responsible for 
ttie proper ooiiduct and performance of such works. The 
rep^ng responcknt or the R.R. Hospital authorities have 
no direct link vrith these activities. 

That the application under reply is not maintainable 
in law as there is no eiiq>lqyee‘empl<fy^ relationship 
between the woricman and retrying respondent. 

That the Garrison Engineer (E/M), RJC Ho^ital 
is a part ofMilftaty Engineer Services established under 
the Ministry of Defence, Government of India. The 
primary function of the GE is to maintain and service 
the civil, electrical and mechanical inflastructures of the 
prestigious state of the art. Referral and Research Anny 
Hospital. 

That the pr^nt rqrplication is not maintainable as 
the GE is not an "industry’ within the n^aning of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The activities carried out 
by the replying respondem caimot be termed tobe included 
within the purview of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947. 

That the ^licant is not a workman vrithin the 
rrieariirigoftheliuhistrial Disputes Act, 1947. There ^sts 
no employee-employer relationship between the aj^licant 
and tte rqrlying respondent The fq)plicant has always 
been employe^ by tte indq)endent contractors, who, by 
way of tenders, obtained the contracts of work with the 
replying re^xaident 

That the workman herein has been enq)loyed by 
the itKlq)endent ccmtiactors and he has not itiqjlraded 
any of them as party to the instant claim peliticm and 
therefore the iirstant claim petition is li^le to be dismissed 
on this ground alone. 

That the claimant/workman cannot claim 
regularization or continuation in the service of the 
replying respondent as a matter of ri^t in absence of 
sc:heme/policy of the Government or contrary to the 
recruitment rules. It is submitted that there is no policy/ 


scheme of the Government to regularize the workman of 
a contractor in the service of the replying respondent. 
Likewise, there is no scheme to continue to employee the 
workman of the contractor even in tte cases where the 
contract is terminated by efflux of time or otherwise. 

That the claimant is not entitled to claim parity in 
wages or otherwise the condition of service of a regular 
employee under the replying respondent. 

It is wrong to say that the workman was ariced to 
work as Boiler Steam Operator It is reiterated that the 
workman was an employee of various independent 
contiaaors during different time periods. It is submitted 
that it is entirely the discretion of the contractor to depute 
a person for the job of Boiler Operator in the Steam Plan 
of Hospital’s Laundry Section, if his enq>loyee satires 
the requisite e7q>erience and qualification required for the 
job. Rest of the averments in the corre^nding para is 
denied for want of knowledge. 

It is wrong to say that only as a paper device the 
management engaged the contractor to avoid or evade 
the legal liability or continued the workman as contract 
worker. It is fiuther wrong to sacy that the contractor was 
only a (doy and means of unfair labour practice for keeping 
the workman as contract worker or for not extending 
proper pay scales or other service benefits, etc. It is wrong 
to say that the woric performed by the woriunan was on 
continuous and perennial work. It is further wrcmg to say 
that the contract was only a camouflage of avoiding 
liabilities of treatii^ the workman as permanent woriunan 
of army hospital. It is submitted that the replying 
management is a Govenunent department and it is bound 
to follow the laid down policy of the Govenunent and 
recruitment rules concerning the post. There is no policy 
the regularization of contract labour or daily wager, which 
will entitle the claimant to seek regularization or 
reinstatement In addition, the rqplying respondent has 
its right to ha^« its work done tlmmgh contractor or 
otherwise and no one claim a vested right or regularization 
merely for having performed its duties under the 
department for a particular period. Even otherwise, no 
law provides that the contract labour will be regularized 
automatically contrary to the recruitment rules or ivithout 
policy of the Govenunent. 

It is wrong to say that the work of the workman was 
supervised by officers/employee of the management 
hospital. It is wrcmg to say that the contract was a 
camouflage. In view of the sulmiissions made hereinabove, 
rest of the averments in the corresponding para need no 
furffier reply. 

It is wrong to say that the workman was doing the 
work of regular nature or he is entitted for the wages or 
other benefits from the replying respondents. It is fiuther 
wrong to say that the management terminated the services 





1330 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MARCH 22, 2008/CHAITRA 2, 1930 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


of thie woil0xian on 16>2-2002. It is reiterated that the 
workman an employee of various independent 
contactors iduring different time periods. Rest of the 
aver^nts ki the corresponding para needs no reply in 
view of the submissions made hereinabove. 

It is reiterated that the workman was employee of 
different contractors, who have not been impleaded by 
the Workman in the instant claim, at di&rent periods of 
timejand hebce the contents of the corresponding paras 
are djenied fpr want of knowledge. It is wrong to say that 
the workmaSi is entitled to protection of Section 25F of 
the i|d. Actjoir he is entitled to reinstatem^ with entire 
full I back Images. Rest of the averments in the 
coiTQ^ndihg para need no %ther rq)ly in view of the 
subnji^onsjniade hereinabove. 

' The njoikman applicant has filed rejoinder. In the 
rejoinder ha lias reiterated the averments of his claim 
statement aijd has denied most of the paras of the written 
stat^ent. ijiui management has also denied most of the 
paras of the blaim statement. 

Evidekos of both the parties has been taken. 


; Heard I argument from both the sides and perused 
the p^)ers op the record. 

From |x:rusal of the pleadings of tire parties the 
following is^ss arise for adjudication : 

1. \yhether the respondent is an industry? 

i 

. 2. Whether there is master and servant 
re^tionship between the r^pondent and the 
workman? 

ISSUE No. 1 

It was jsibmitted from the side of the management 
that the Garmon Engineer is not an Industry within the 
meanjing of Act, 1947. The activities carried out by 
the r^spond^ni: cannot be termed to be included within 
the ppTview jof the ID Act, 1947. The R.R. Hospital is a 
part 4f Military Engiireer Services establislred under the 
M/o. pefenc^. GOI. The prinrery fiinctions of the GE is 
to mkintaip and service the Civil, Electrical and 
Mechanical infrastructures of tire prestigious state of the 
art, Ftferral and research army hospital. 


it has bosn held in Bangalore Water Supply that in 
an Inidustiy {tliere should be ^stematic activity and it 
shoulh be or^aiuzed by cooperation between the en^Ir^r 
and the emp^/ees aiui it should be for production and/or 
distribution pf goods and service calculated to satisfy 
humabi wanti 2 ind wishes. It has been held that absence of 
profit! motiv^ c>r gainful objective is irrelevant. The true 
focus! is functional and the decisive test is the nature of 
the abtivitiy jvith special emphasis on the employer and 
empl<^ee relations. If an organization is not carrying on 


trade and business, it is not beyond the purivew of 
Industrial activities. 

(1978) 3 SCR-Bangalore Water Supply case is a 
Constitution Bench judgment. It is still holding the field 
in the matter of adjudication of this point. 

It has been held in this case that Section 2(j) of the 
Indutrial Disputes Act, 1947 which defines industry 
contains words of wide import as wide as the legislature 
could have possibly made them. The problem of what 
limitations could and should be reasonably read in 
interpreting the wide words used in section 20) is far too 
p(^i (7 oriented to be satisfactorily settled by judicial 
decisions. The Parlianrent must step in and legislate in a 
marmer which will leave no doubt as to its intention. That 
alone can afford a satisfactory solution to the question 
which has agitated and perplexed the judiciary at all levels. 

In this judgment the^Ion’ble Apex Court has laid 
down triple test to ascertain whether a particular unit or 
undertaldng is an industry or not. It has been held in this 
case that where (i) systematic activity, (ii) organized by 
cooperation between employer and employee (the direct 
and substantial elettrent is chimerical), (iii) for the 
production and/or distribution of goods and services 
calculated to satisfy human wants and wishes (not spritual 
or religious, but inclusive of material things or services 
geared to celestial bliss e g. making on a large scale prasad 
or food). 

(a) Absence of profit motive or gainful objective is 
irrelevant be the venture in the public, joint, private or 
other sector. 

(b) The true focus is functional and the decisive 
test is the nature of the activity with special emphasis on 
the employer employee relations. 

(c) If the organization is a trade or business it does 
not cease m be one because of philanthrr^ animating 
the undertaking. 

Although section 2(j) uses words of the widest 
amplitude in its two limbs, their meaning cannot be 
magnified to over each itself. 

The Hon’ble Apex Court has laid down further the 
dominant nature test. It has been held as follows :— 

“Where a complex of activities some of which 
qualify for exen^tion, others not involves employees 
on the total undertaking some of whom are not 
^rkmen as in the University of Delhi case or some 
dq>artments are not productive of goods and services 
if isolated, even then the pfedominant nature of the 
services and the integrated nature of the 
departments as explained in the Corporation of 
Nagpur will be the true test. The vriiole undertaking 
will be industry although those who are not 
workmen by definition may not benefit by the 
status.” 
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Notwithstanding the previous clauses, sovereign 
functions, strictly understood (alone), qualify for 
exemption not the welfare activities of economic 
adventures undertaken by government or statutory bodies. 

Even in departments discharging sovereign 
functions if there ate units which ate industry th^ are 
substantially severable then th^ can be considered to cxHne 
within section 2(j). 

The respondent's unit is engaged not in a sovereign 
function. It has been held in the above case that even 
arsenal or artillery department is an industry. Industry is 
decided on the nahire of work it is performing. 

Frmn perusal of tire records it becomes quite evident 
that the respondent/management is engaged in.^stematic 
human activities. The re^ndents are not discharging 
duties for gains but gainful objective is irrelevant in 
deciding whether an imdertaking is an industry m^rmt. In 
case activities of the respoiuleiUs are considered in the 
crucible of the triple tests, respondent is obviously and 
definitely an industry. 

This issue is decided accordingly. 

ISSUE No. 2 

It was submitted from the side of the workman 
ap(dicant that he was in the enqrloyment ofthere^xrndent 
as helper from01-08-1997 and was paid wages l4.3,000 
per month. His duties as helper were maintenance of 
machines, changing of belt, cleaning of laundry. After 
one year of this period the management hospital asked 
him to work as Boiler Steam Operator w.e.f. 01-07-1998. 
The (Y)erationofBoiler Steam Plant, mechanical rqrairs 
and maintenance of machines were being done by the 
workman. The log she^ signed of the workman were 
also counter signed by the Officer of the management 
hospital. The workman worked under the instructions 
and supervision of the officers of the manageinem. The 
workman was marking his attendance in the attendance 
register along with other enqrloyees and the attendance 
register was counter signed by tiie Siqrerintendent The 
wmk was aj^gned and siqrer^ised by the Siqreriiitendent 
EMI who was the officer of Army Qne Sbri Ravi 

Kumar joined after this woritmw and he is ccmtiniued in 
service. 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that tenders are floated yearly for operation of the Boiler 
Plant in the RR. Ho^tal. The contractor is wholly and 
solely responsible for the works enumerated in the contract 
signed pursiiant to the tenders. The contractor has to 
ensure that all the work is carried out in pr(^)er manner 
and that all the worioe ts are present at wodc. The contractor 
in his individual capacity is answerable and re^nsible 
to the replying respcmdent The hospital authorities merely 
conduct surprise checks of proper p^rmance of the work. 


The crmtractor maintains direct control over his work. 
The Identity Cards were issued at the request of the 
contractor as entry to the general person is bamied in the 
hospital. The teiKlers ate floated for all other ancillary 
and incidental work or in certain exigencies. The 
contractors ate re^nsible for petfonnanoe of such w(»k. 

It was further submitted that the management is 
iK^ an Industry. It is part of Military Engineeting Services 
established under the Ministry of Defence, GOI. 

The substantial question is whether there is 
eirq)loyer-employee relatk>nshq> between the management 
and the workmaa The workman has filed photocopies 
Of I/Cs. The management has stated that I/Cs are issued 
to contractor's workmen for entry. Paper No. B-16 is 
pathology report of the worionaa Paper No. B-17 is the 
prescription. The designation of Sh. \%uxl Kumar has 
not been mentioned in these two documents. P^r No. 
B-IS is the roster. The workman hasbeenshown ashefoer. 
This roster has been signed by the contractor Sh. J.S. 
Narula as well the supervisor staff. All the daily log book 
sheets filed have be^ signed by the contractor. Some log 
sheets have be^ signed by the supervisory only. The 
workman has not filed any otiier other relevant 
documentary evidence. Control and Siq)ervision are the 
necessary test for holding master arid sen^t rdationship 
between the management and the workman. 

The documents filed by the workman do not 
establish that he performed his day to day duties under 
the corUrol and supervision of the management The roster 
has been prepared and signed by the contractor also. The 
log sheets hme also beoi signed by the contractor as well 
as by the siqiervisor. This indicates that the oxitractor 
was present all along at the place of work. He signed the 
log sheets and thereafter the supervisors have also signed 
the log sheets except of daily log sheets and Mentify C^ards 
the workman has riot filed any document to prove day to 
day assignmeoto of the duties to the workman by the 
management 

The management has filed omtract agreemern fiom 
1999 onwards. It transires from perusal of ttw terms and 
conditions of the agreemeiit that the corttractor was soldy 
held reqwnsible for the performance of the Boiler Plant 
It appears that the management has given the contract of 
maintenance of Boiler Plant to the ccmtractor and this is 
being continued year to year. The contractor has received 
the money mentioned in the contract agreement for 
payment of wages to the workman. 

It was submitted from the side of the management 
that the workman is not a servarit and the respondents 
me not the masters. 

Thedi^inction between a servant and a ind^ndent 
contractor has been the stfeject matter of a large volume 
of case-law from which the text-bo(k writers on torts have 
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attentpted toi tiy down some general tests. For example, 
in PotUock’s iLow of Torts, (Pages 62 & 63 of Pollock on 
Tort4 15th ^In.) the distinction has thus been brought 
out: ^ 

“A m^er is one who not only prescribes to the 
workn^n the end of his wori^ but directs or at any 
moment may direct the means also, or, as it has 
been pjut, retains the power of controlling the work, 
a ser^nt is a person subject to the conunand of his 
maste^ sis to the maimer in which he shall do his 
^work An independent contractor is one who 
: underty^es to produce a given result but so that in 
I the aoual execution Of the work is not under the 
I order ^r control of the person for whom he does it, 
fand n^y use his own discretion in things not 
, specifi|ed beforehand. 

I In Sa^ond’s Treatise on the Law of Torts the 
distinction between a servant and independent contractor 
has b een inmcated as under:— 

“Whalj tlien, is the test of this distinction between a 
’ servant iuid an independent contractor? The test is 
I the exjstence of a right of control over the agent in 
resped of the manner in \^ch his work is to be 
done. {4 servant is an agent who works under the 
supervision and direction of his employer; an 
; indqxjndent contractor is cme who is his own master. 

^ A servpt is a perscm engaged to obey his employer’s 
i ordersi&om time to time; an indq)endent contractor 
I is a person engaged to do certain work, but to 
' exerciK his own discr^on as to the mode and time 
j of doing it—he is boimd by his contract, but not by 
I his employer’s orders.” 

;The t4si: regarding independent contractor and 
interjnediar^i have been laid down in Hussainabhai, 
Calicjut V. the i\lath Factory Thezhilali Union Kozhikode 
(ADli 1978 1410 (3 Judges)! “the true test may, with 

brevijy, be in^cated once again. Where a worker or group 
of wo|rkers labours to produce goork or services and these 
goodi or services are for the business of another, that other 
is, in! toct, the employer. He has eexmomic ccmtrol over 
the vvbrkers Vul^sistence, skill, and exmtinued en: 4 >loyment. 

My atljeiition was drawn to the Constitution Bench 
Judgement iki Scale (2006) 4 Scale. It has been held in 
this (]ase as or der:— 

“A. Public employment in a sovereign socialist 
secular democratic republic has to be as set down 
! by the Constitution and the laws made there under. 
Our constitutional scheme envisages employment 
by the jCovemment and its instrumentalities on the 


basis of a procedure established in that behalf. 
Equality of opportunity is the hallmark and the 
Constitution has provided also for affirmative action 
to ensure that unequals are not treated equals. Thus, 
any public employment has to be in terms of the 
constitutional scheme. 

B. A sovereign government, considering the 
economic situation in the country and the work to 
be got done, is not precluded from making temporary 
appointments or engaging workers on daily wages. 
Going by a law newly enacted, the National Rural 
Employment Guarantee Act, 2005, the object is to 
give employment to at least one member of a family 
for hundred days in an year, on pi^ng wages as 
fixed under that Act. But, a regular process of 
recruitment or appointment has to be resorted to, 
when regular \^cancies in posts, at a particular point 
of time, are to be filled up and the filling up of those 
vacancies caimot be done in a haphazard manner 
or based on patronage or other considerations. 
Regular appdntment must be the rule.” 


My attention was drawn to another Constitution 
Beach Judgment—Steel Authority of India. It has been 
held as under :— 

“Where a workman is hired in or in connection with 
the work of an establishment by the principal 
employer through a contractor, he merely acts as 
an agent so there will be master and servant 
relationship between the principal employer and the 
workman. But where a workman is hired in or in 
coimection with the work of an establishment by a 
contractor, either because he has undertaken to 
produce a given result for the establishment or 
because he supplies workmen for any woric of the 
establishment, a question mig IOC arise whether 
the oxitract is a mere camoufia^ as in Hussainabhai 
Calicut’s case (Siq)ra) and in Indian Petrodiemicals 
Corporation’s case (Supra) etc; if the answer is in 
the affirmative, the workmen will be infact an 
employee of the principal employer, but if the answer 
is in the negative, the worionen will be a contract » 

labourer.” 

In view of the Constitution Bench Judgment referred 
to above contractual workmen caimot be regularized. 

There is no master and servant relationship in view of the 
criteria laid down in the judgment referred to above. 

The workman in the instant case was engaged by 
different contractors as helper in the Boiler Plant. The 
contractor has undertaken to maintain the Boiler Plant. 

The contractor receives from the management definite 





[ WTII—^ 3(il)] 


^TTam : -hM 22, 2008/^ 2, 1930 


1333 


amount for maintenance of the Boiler Plant The Boiler 
Plant is situated in R.R. Ho^tal. The Garrison Ei^ineer 
has b^n entrusted the maintenance of the Boiler Plant. 
It is ^tuated at K.R. Hospital, Delhi Cantonment. The 
contractors undertake manning and operation of boiler 
plant of laundaiy plant. It is not necessary that every woric 
is to be performed by the regular workman. The 
contractors undertook to maintain and q>erate the Boiler 
Plnnt. They engaged theif onm workman and they 
themselves watch the operation of the Boiler Plant under 
the terms and conditions of the contract. So the entire 
maintenance and operation of the boiler plant has been 
entrusted to the contractors. The contractors in such cases 
are not intermediaries but they are independent 
ctmtiactors. The workman is a contractor's man. The 
contract is not camouflage. There is no question of 
regularization in view of Uma Devi*s case of the Hon’ble 
Apex Court. There is no relation of master and servant so 
d^ere is no question of reinstatement. 

This issue is decided accordingly. 

The reference is rq)lied thus:— 

The demand of the workman Shri \^nod Kumar 
for reinstatement and regularization with the 
management of Garrison Engineer (E/M) R.R. 
Ho^tal, Delhi C^tt. is not justified. The worionan 
applicant is not entitled to get any relief as ixayed 
for. 

The award is given accordingly. 

Dated: 26-02-2008 R.N. RAI, Presiding Officer 

12 2008 

3IT. 650»—^ 1948 

(1948^34)"^ UHI-1 (3) 

3PTtn 01 •aiSci, 2008 'Sti 

mfhsr arPdwT % 

4 (44^45 3ibqH- 

5 sfiT 6 [«im-76 ^ -3^ URT (1) sftr URT-77, 78, 79 sfiT 
81 

9 r>*ii<=h TI^R^tnR'^ 


1. 


74 

2. 


68 

3. 


42 

4. 


44 




New Delhi, the 12th March, 2008 

S.O. 650.—^In exercise of the powers conferred 
sub-section (3) of Section 1 of the Empl(^ees* State 
Insurance Act, 1948 (34 cf 1948) the Ontral Government 
herdiy appoints the 1st April, 2008 as the date on which 
the provisions of Ch^ter IV (except Sections 44 and 45 
which have already been brought into force) and Chapter- 
V and VI [except Sub-Section (1) of Section 76 and 
Sections 77, 78, 79 and 81 which have already been 
brought into force] of the said Act shall come into force 
in the following areas in the State of Punjab namely:— 


SI. 

No. 

Name of the 
Village 

Had 

Bast 

No. 

Tehsil 

District 

1. 

Talwara 

74 

Amloh 

Fatehgarh 

Sahib 

2. 

Chatarpura 

68 

Amloh 

Fatehgarh 

Sahib 

3. 

Mullanpuricalan 42 

Fatehgarh 

Sahib 

Fatehgarh 

Sahib 

4. 

Wazimagar 

44 

Fatehgarh 

Sahib 

Fatehgarh 

Sahib 


[No. S-38013/16/2008-S.S.I.] 
S.D. XAVIER, Under Secy. 


12 Rrd, 2008 

311. 6S1.— TS^ ^ 1948 

(1948^34)^ URT-1 URT (3) Uetl VlRw4f ^ 

■JPTW ^ -HicbR T^R^RI 01 31^, 2008 3^ 

niOo ^ ^ PtMd %, 3T®4RT- 

4 (44 ^ 45 URI % 

5 6 [«IRT-76 ^ SIRT (1) siRT-77, 78, 79 sflt 

% PlHfdRafl 31^ — 

'JR'.'ti. TRR^ mH 
■JTm^R»R 

1. ^fRWT 


[U ■qR-38013/16/08-'qR. T?R.-l] 
^3tf*rR, 3RR 


[■R. ■^-3S013/15/08“'qR. ■qR.-l] 
■qR.^. 3RR 
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Delhi, the 12th March, 2008 

B.O. 651,—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-s^on (3) of Section I of the Employees’ State 
Insurance Ac, 1948 (34 of 1948) the Cotfral Government 
hereby ai^ii the 1st April, 2008 as the date on which 
the pipvision; of Chapter IV (except Sections 44 and 45 
whicn have a nady been brought into force) and Chapter- 
V aaaVI [exc q()tSid>-Section (I) of Section 76 and Sections 
77, 7^, 79 ar d 81 which have alreatfy been brought into 

I 

r 


force] of the said Act shall come into force in the following 
areas in the State of Karnataka nairiely:— 


SI, 

Name of the 

Hobli T^uk 

District 

No. 

revenue Village 




or Municipal 




limits 



1. 

Mahajenahalli 

Kasaba Harihar Davanagere 
Gram Panchayat-Hanagawadi 


[No. S-38013/15/2008-S.S.I,] 
S.D. XAVIER, Under Secy. 


K 

. j» 
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